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Main Beliefs 


Only Ahmadyat is the True Islam. Islam minus Mirza 
Ghuiam Ahmed is a lifeless entity. 

- Mirza Ghuiam Ahmed is a Mujadid, Mahdi, Promised 
Messiah, Zilli Nabi and Rasul, Krishna Avatar and 
Promised one of all leading religions. 

- The Mirza is real Nabi and Rasul (non-law bearing). 
Nabi and Rasul will continue to come to guide the 
humanity like Abraham, Noah, Moses etc. God ad- 
dressed him as Nabi in his revelations with out any 
ziliior broozi tags. He is superior to Jesus Christ in all 
respects. 

Muslims of the world who do not believe in his claims 
are confirmed Kafirs (heretics) and outside the pale 
of Islam. 

Prayer behind a non-Ahmadi Imam, marriage of an 
Ahmadi girl with a non-Ahmadi Muslim, saying 
funeral prayer of even a non-Ahmadi Muslim child are 
forbidden by God. 

_ The wife of the Mirza is Um-ul-Mominin; his com- 
panions are Sahaba- i-Karam, Qadian is Madina-tul- 
Masih and seat throne of his Rasul and real Nabi. 

- Jehad is forbidden for all times to come. 

- Jesus Christ died a natural death and is buried in 
Srinagar, Kashmir. 

Khilafat is a permanent institution of Ahmadyat. God 
himself appoints and guides Khalifa. 

- Doors of Wahi (revelation) and Ilham (direct com- 
munion) with God are open. The Mriza’s Wahi is 
binding on all mankind. 
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All India Kashmir Committee 
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Council Muslim League 

COP 

Combined Opposition Parties 
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PREFACE 


The Ahmadyya movement launched by Mirza Ghulam Ahmad at the dose 
of 19th Centuary at Qadian, East Punjab has completed over 100 years of its 
existence. It was a pro-British political movement in its orientation inspired mainly 
by Bahaism of Iran. Bahais watched the political interests of Czarist Russia in Iran 
and Turkey till it completely aligned itself with Zionism in 1897. The Ahmadya 
movement served the British interests in India and its colonies. The nature and 
development of the movement and claims of its Founder establish its real character. 
Religiously Ahmadis(Qadianis) are a distinct community and by far a non-Muslim 
entity by their own proclamations, faith and practice. Numerous writings of the 
Founder and his successors bear testimony to the fact. Ahmadis were declared a 
non-Muslim minority by a unanimous vote of the National Assembly of Pakistan 
and the Senate on 7 September 1974. The credit goes to the then Prime Minister 
of Pakistan Mr. Zulflqar Ali Bhutto for his bold stand on the issue. After a decade. 
President Zia-ul-Haque sealed their fate by issuing Ordinance XX on 26th April 
1984 which provided penal action for them against misuse of epithets and titles 
reserved for Islamic holy places and personages. That forced Mirza Tahir Ahmad, 
the fourth head of the community to flee to London inMay, 1 984. He has been living 
there since then. 

The political character of the movement was revealed' by some senior 
Ahmadis mainly on personal requests and on the condition of anonymity. In most 
cases they avoided to part with the ' real* information perhaps for the fear ofbetrayal 
or excommunication. Certain inside palace stories’ were disclosed by young 
dissidents, Ahmadyya elders of Lahore orpaighamis (as they are called by Qadianis 
ofRabwah Jamat), members of three defunct-rather extinct -Qadiani groups- Arupi 
party, the late Khawaja Ismail of London Jamat and Haqiqat Pasands. The Ahrar 
and Tahafuz-i-Khatam-i-Nabuwat activists gave their personal narratives with 
some elements of exaggeration. However every possible care has been taken to sift 
facts from wild allegations and insinuations in an objective and impartial manner 
to record the established fact of history. I am indebted to all of them. 

Many prominent religious scholars have written a lot on Ahmadyat but these 
works are mainly based on theological discussions and argumentative defence of 
their beliefs. It is high time to expose its political character by availing the a uthentic 
material available at the India Office Library, London and many places in Pakistan. 



The present study traces the political history of the Ahmadya movement 
since its birth and its relations with the Bridsh imperialism and the militant Jewish 
nationalism. The ignominious role played by Ahmadis in our independence 
movement and afterwards in the internal politics of Pakistan has been highlighted. 

1 am grateful to Prof. Dr. Mahmud Ahmad Ghazi, Director General, Dawah 
Academy, Islamabad for his valuable suggestions and encouragement 1 also 
extend my thanks to Prof Zafarullah Beg for his commendable ideas and helpful 
views. 

1 sincerely thank Malik Abdul Hamid for his labour of love. He volunteered 
to type the manuscript and performed the assigned work with care and devotion. 
Some work was done by Mr. Zamir Akhtar with keen interest. 


23 March, 1994. 


B. A. 



Foreword 


After the tragic failure of the War of Independence in 1857, 
the Muslims of the Indian Subcontinent found themselves in a 
grave economic, political and cultural crisis. The British 
imperialism took control of the whole of the Mughal Empire and 
adopted measures to consolidate and perpetuate its mastery over 
South Asia. It took every possible step to create disunity, confusion 
and a defeatist mentality in the local population and particularly 
among the Muslims. Based on a long and deep study of the Indian 
scene, the new policy designed by the colonial masters included 
attempts to raise pseudo-religious leaders to work for the interests 
of the colonizer in a religious garb. 

In pursuance of this diabolical design the fertile British 
mind found in a remote village of East Punjab called Qadian, one 
Mina Ghulam Ahmad, a non-entity at that time. He was raised to 
project himself as a religious saviour who claimed promises to 
deliver the Indian Muslims from the agony and dismay from which 
they were suffering. In order to build his personality he started 
writing in the local press and criticizing different religions. With 
the passage of time he began to lay foundations of a movement, 
subsequently known as the Qadiani or the Ahmadi movement, and 
astutely served the cause of British imperialism in India and 
abroad. The linchpin of the whole crusade was the propaganda 
against Jihad, the belief which had been motivating the Indian 
Muslim to rise against the British colonialism in India. The other 
underlying objective was the inculcation of a spirit of loyalty for 
the British rule and its acceptance as a divine blessings for the 
Muslims of India. The whole jugglery of the Mirza revolved 
around these two themes. His ridiculous revelations and 
prophecies directly or indirectly convey these two messages. The 
Mirza moved swiftly from the claim of a reformer to Mujaddid and 
then to the so-called 'Promised Messiah " and finally had the 



audacity to lay claim to prophethood. All this took place in 
accordance with a we Unplanned strategy to serve the interests of 
his mentors. It is most likely that he was inspired by his 
contemporary movement, Bahaism, masterminded by the Russian 
Czarists in Iran. Both these movements are flourishing in Israel 
now. 


In the present study the author Mr. Bashir Ahmad traces the 
history of the Qadiani movement from its birth up to the present 
day and unveils its relations with the British imperialism and 
Zionism. The Ahmadi's role in Pakistan movement and afterwards 
has also been discussed at length. The study provides a good 
political perspecitve on the growth of the movement and its 
machinations against the Muslim interest throughout these 
decades. The author has taken pains to record the facts of history 
in an objective way. It is a well-documented book which 
successfully traces the political history of the Ahmadi movement. 
The author has at his credit another good book on Bahaism which 
was well-received by the scholars and students of contemporary 
religious history of the Middle East. I hope this book will be 
equally a welcome volume by those interested in the study of 
comparative religions. 

I congratulate the learned author on the production of this timely 
work and pray Almighty Allah to grant him success both in this 
world and in the Hereafter. 


Islamabad 13.4.1994 


Dr. MAHMOOD A. GHAZI 
Director General 



Punjab Intelligence 
Version 


What Secret Report of the Punjab 
CIP says about the origin. 
Growth and Development of 
The Ahmadva Movement I 


The Mirza 
Family and 
the Mutiny of 
1857 


Mirza Ghulam Ahmed of Qadian, District Gurdaspur, the 
founder of the Ahmadiyva sect was born in 1839. He was 
descended from a Moghal family of Samarkand which 
emigrated to the Punjab in 1 530 and settled in the Gurdaspur 
district. For several generations the family held offices of 
respectability under the imperial Governmentand it was only 
when the Sikhs became powerful that it fell into poverty. 


Mirza Ghulam 
Ahmad's claims 
and Muslim 
Reaction 


During the reign of Ranjit Singh, however, Mirza Ghulam 
Ahmed’s father, Ghulam Murlaza, was received back into 
favour and with his brothers performed efficient services in 
the Maharaja’s army on the Kashmir frontier and at other 
places. On the annexation of the Punjab by the British, jagirs 
of the family were^esumed but a pension of Rs. 700 was 
granted to Ghulam Murtaza and his brothers and they 
retained their proprietary rights in Qadian and the neighbor i ng 
village. The family did excellent services during the mutiny 
ofl857 ’/ 


Mirza Ghulam Ahmed first came to notice in 1876 when he 
claimed to receive revelations direct from God. In 1883 he 
published revelation referring to himself as a messenger and 
Prophet. In 1891 he declared himself to be the Promised 
Mehdi or Messiah of the Muslim faith, a claim which led to 
the issue of fatwas in 1876-1891 condemning him as an 
infidel by leading ‘ulemas’. Being a skilled theologian and 

(■ The Ahmadyya Sect-Notes on the Origin, growth and Develop- 
ment of the Movement up to year 1 938 
(source: National Documtation Centre, Islamabad) 

2. All Italics added 



Prophecies about 
Lekh Ram and 
Abdullah Athim 
(1891 -97) 


dialectician, however, he soon won over a large number of 
people to his tenets, though he was of course condemned by 
all orthodox Muhammadans as an impostor and heretic. The 
beliefs of the Ahmadis are briefly summarised in the Mirza’s 
decalogue which he called the ten conditions of ‘Baiat’ 
(initiation). In them sympathy with all persons, Muslim or 
non- muslims is enjoined, and it is asserted that the conquest 
of the world to Islam is to be effected by peace and not by war. 
The Miraz's speeches and writings and his proselytizing zeal 
naturally led to some ill- feeling, yet, so far as is known, there 
is not a single incident on record in which his followers have 
been denied the use of mosques or Muhammadan burying- 
grounds or have in any way been 
molested, except in one case at 
Cuttack where some convert to Ahmadiyyaisrn wished to 
change the form of worship in the principal mosque in the 
town -a course to which the rest of the Muhammadan 
population naturally objected. 

Mirza Ghulam Ahmed proved to be a greater danger 
communally than religiously owing to his prophecies 
foretelling the deaths of his opponents. In 1886 and 
again in 1893 he issued notices prophesying the death of 
Pandit Lekh Ram by violence. This” prophecy” was fulfilled 
by the murder of(Pandit Lekh Ram on March the 6th, 1897. 
Ghulam Ahmed s prophecy naturally aroused suspicion 
against him of complicity in the murder. Government shared 
the suspicion and a search warrant was issued for the search 
of Mirza Ghulam Ahmed’s house at Qadian. Nothing in- 
criminating, however, was found. PanditLekh Ram’s history 
is not without interest. He was at one time employed in the 
North - West Frontier Province Police, but, owing to immo- 
rality and neglect of duty was reduced in rank and eventually 
resigned in 1 884. He subsequently became a prominent Arya 
Samaj preacher). The immediate reactions of Lekh Ram’s 
murder on Hindu-Muhammadan relations were consider- 
able. The first result was a reconciliation between the two 
sects into which, the Arya Samaj had split. The orthodox 
Hindus and Sikhs sympathized with the Arya Samaj, who 
however, somewhat alienated Sikh sympathy by comparing 
Lekh Ram to Guru Gobind Singh. The situation at the time 
was further complicated by the fact that five or six murders 
of Hindus by Muhammadans had recently occurred and 



Death of the Mirza 
1897- May 1908 


appeared to have been more or less due to fanaticism. 
Agitation, however, was chiefly confined to the educated 
classes in Lahore, Amritsar, Ludhiana, Hoshiarpur, 
Ferozepore and Peshawar and was especially noticeable 
among the student class. Ill-feeling was stirred up by the 
Arya community but no outbreak occurred as a result and the 
situation gradually returned to normal. A proposal to put 
Mirza Ghulam Ahmed on security under section 107, C.P.C., 
was considered but did not materialize. 

Mirza Ghulam Ahmed’s prophecies about this time began to 
attract wider attention. He prophesied the death of a Chris- 
tian opponent Abdullah Athim, who died within the period 
foretold by the Mirza. In 1897 Dr. Clark, a C.M.S.(l) 
missionary, brought a case against him under section 107, 
C.P.C., alleging that he had deputed a man to murder him. 
Mirza Ghulam Ahmed was discharged but at the same time 
he was warned by the trying magistrate to desist from 
publishing inflammatory and provocative pamphlets, and 
was told that unless he adopted a moderate tone he could not 
fail but bring himself within the reach of the law. 

Down to his death in May, 1908, Mirza Ghulam Ahmed 
continued to propagate his faith with remarkably little oppo- 
sition from orthodox Muhammadans. There was of course 
occasions when his teachings were actively resented, as for 
example, at Amritsar in November, 1905, when the Police 
had to escort him from a public meeting to save him from an 
assault. Orthodox opinion was aroused against him on that 
occasion by his eating and drinking on the platform from 
which he was speaking during the ‘Ramzah’. When not 
carried away by his proselytizing zeal and extravagances in 
debate, then he often made use of language which did not 
really reflect his true opinions or even his teachings. The 
Mirza’ s general outlook on other religions appears to have 
been tolerant, if at times somewhat inconsistent. Thus, while 
he prophesied the speedy death of his enemies he declared 
that Muhammadans must allow the members of all other 
religions to live in peace; and likewise while condemning the 
whole Christian religion as false and anti-Christ, he never^ 
theless believed in Christ as a mighty prophet of God, not 
Church Missionary Society London 





iv 


Loyalty to the 
British Government 


Hakim's Nuruddin, 
the successor 
(1908 - 1914) 


himself divine, but a divine messenger, who died (according 
to the old tale beloved by Muhammadans and Hindus) in 
Kashmir. Speaking at a public meeting in Lahore in Septem- 
ber 1904, he remarked that he did not consider all non- 
Muslim faiths false, and added that it had been revealed to 
him that Ram Chandra and Krishna were true men of God 
and that he had no patience with those who spoke ill of them. 
He considered Baba Nanak as a true worshipper of God. 

His attitude towards Government was throughout one of 
loyalty. In 1895 he published a pamphlet explaining his 
attitude toward the British Government in which he de- 
nounced Jehad’ and enjoined loyalty and goodwill towards 
Government. 

On his death in 1908 he was succeeded by Hakim Nur- 
ud-Din in opposition to instructions left by him that 
Ahmadiyya affairs should be controlled by an Anjuman. Nur- 
ud-Din was bom at Bhera in 1841. His father was a well-to- 
do person, having a printing press of his own in Lahore. His 
family claimed descent from Omar, the third Khalifa. Nur- 
ud-Din from his boyhood showed a tendency towards reli- 
gion. At the age of 1 2 he began to study Arabic with the help 
of his elder brother, and while still young came to Lahore 
with his father for further study in Islamic theology, logic and 
philosophy. He later devoted much of his time to the study 
of Medicine and afterwards went to Rampur, Bhopal, 
Rohilkhand and Delhi for a higher course in Arabic and 
theology. He went to Mecca and Medina and passed a good 
deal of his time with the ‘Ulemas’ of the country. On his 
return he was considered to be the foremost and most learned 
‘moulvi’. For sometime he worked as a teacher in a school 
at Pind Dadan Khan, but Finding this work unsuited to his 
taste he left it and went to his home at Bhera where he began 
to practice as a physician. The efficacy of his treatment and 
his reputation for learning won for him the situation of ‘ Shahi 
Hakim’ in the Kashmir State which position he occupied for 
about lOyears. In or about 1881 Nur-ud-Din came in contact 
with Mirza Ghulam Ahmed ofQadian. He soon imbibed the 
doctrines and beliefs professed by Mirza Ghulam Ahmed and 
entirely abandoned himself to religious matters and particu- 
larly to the tenets and doctrines of the Ahmadiyya faith. Nur- 


1 . Second 



Separatist 
Tendency and 
pro-Turk Elements 
(1914) 


Hakim's Death 
and Split 
(1914) 


V 

ud-Din wrote several books of which Faz-ul-Kitab’ is the 
most noteworthy. It is a commentary on Christianity and was 
written under special instructions from Mi rzaGhulam Ahmed. 
Nur-ud Din commanded great respect among the Ahmadia 
sect and was considered to be the chief pillar of their faith. 
It was for this reason that on the death of Mirza Ghulam 
Ahmed the leading men of the Ahmadiyya sect elected him 
as their Khalifa which position he held till his death on the 
13th March. 1914. During his Khilafat Nur-ud-Din spent 
most of his time in Qadian and confined his sole attention to 
the propagation of the Ahmadiyya tenets and doctrines, a 
duty which he performed with great zeal and fervour. 

Some three years before the death of Nur-ud-Din a 
separatist tendency was noticeable among the edu 
cated members of the community w-ho resented the 
doctrine enunciated by Mirza Bashir-ud-Din Mahmud, the 
son or Mirza Ghulam Ahmed, that any Muhammadan who 
did not accept the ten conditions of ‘Baiat’ (initiation) laid 
downbythe late Mirza was a ‘Kafir’.(l) Some of these men, 
possibly togain popularity among the orthodo.x Muhammadan 
public, took part in the pro-Turkish agitation at the time of 
the Tripolitian and Balkan wars and were actively disloyal. , 
Of these Khwaja Kamal-ud-Din. Dr. Mirza Yaqub Beg, M. 
Sadr-ud-Din and Dr. Muhammad Hussain were the most 
prominent in the pro-Islamic movements of the time. They 
attracted, however, very few followers among the Ahmadis. 

The death of Nur-ud-Din divided the sect into two 
parties; one party favoured the succession of Muhammad 
Ali, M.A., editor of the “Review of Religions”, and the other 
party, which commanded a majority, selected Mirza Bashir- 
ud-Din Mahmud, the son of the founder of the sect. 
Muhammad Ali’s colleagues formed a separate society in 
Lahore where they founded the Ahmadiyya Anjuman-i- 
Ishaat-i-Is!am and a college of the same name. The “Review 
of Religions” was also brought to Lahore. The Lahore party 
consists of the more educated Ahmadis, who look upon the 
founder of the sect as an apostle, not in the literal but in the 
metaphorical sense, and do not ex-communicate non-Ahmedi 
Muslims. They regard Mirza Ghulam Ahmed as a religious 
Ihat was not the reason 
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reformer but not as a Prophet. Their views are in sharp 
distinction to those of the Qadian sect which rejects the 
doctrine of the finality of prophethood in Muhammad. The 
mutual animosity between these two sections has often 
expressed itself in bitter criticism of each other’s religious 
doctrines. Of the two sections the Qadiani part}' has been the 
more bitter. In 1919 it made a direct attack on the Lahore 
section and declared that its leaders deserved according to 
Islamic Law to be murdered. To this attack Muhammad Ali, 
the president of the Lahore Anjuman, replied at length 
accusing the Qadianis of spreading false rumours against the 
Lahore section. There is little doubt that the two sections are 
bitterly opposed to each other, but their disputes have so far 
been settled out of court. 

From 1914 to 1918 the Ahmadis were politically quies - 
cent. Their activities, such as they were, were mainly con- 
fined to public lectures which were not particularly well 
attended. Their record during the Great War was one of 
continuous loyalty. They subscribed to Government war 
loans, and towards the end of the war offered a double 
company of Ahmadis which, however, was never formed 
owing to the termination of the war. A territorial unit was 
subsequently raised. 

In 1917 the pronouncement of progressive self-Gov- 
emment for India stimulated the interest of the Qadian 
section in politics and the Khalifa was not slow to seize the 
opportunity to present the opinions of his sect. He at once 
protested against the proposal to make India self-governing 
basing his objections largely on the unrestrained religious 
intolerance prevalent in India. At the same time he declared 
himself in favour of racial equality, wider education, indus- 
trial progress and increased Indianization. Again in 1921 the 
Qadian branch presented an address to the Secretary of State 
for India in which it was stated that India did not stand in need 
of important and far-reaching reforms but demanded the 
abolition of racial distinctions and wider education. The 
address stressed the state of religious intolerance in India and 
asked that so long as religious prejudice retained its sway 
over the minds of the people the British element should 
predominate in India and in the government of the country. 
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They took no part in the Muhammadan agitation 
over the Turkish quest ion beyond expressing 
the opinion that consideration should be paid to the feelings 
of the Muhammadan world, and admitted frankly that they 
owned no spiritual allegiance to the Sultan, but recognized 
as their temporal sovereign the Power under whose rule they 
lived They were opposed to the ‘hijrat' movement, main- 
taining that the Islamic conditions governing the necessity 
for ‘hijrat’ had not been fulfilled. The Khilafat and non-co- 
operation movements found them firmly on the side of 
Government. The Qadiani section published pamphlets on 
the “Turkish Peace” and “Non-co-operation and Islam” in 
which non-co-operation, ‘hijrat’ and ‘jehad’ were un- 
qualifyingly condemned. Throughout the Punjab distur- 
bances of 1919 they remained loyal. 

In 1923 the Ahmadis began to come to notice promi - 
nently in connection with their campaign to oppose the 
spread of the ‘Shudhi’ movement. ‘Tabligh’ organizations 
had existed for many years before, as for example, the 
‘Anjuman-i-Ishaat-i-Ahmadiya’, Lahore, founded in 1906 
by Mirza Ghulam Ahmed and the Anjuman-i-lshaat-i-lslam 
of Qadian, but had not attracted much attention until oppo- 
sition to the late Swami Shradhanand’s ‘Shudi’ work gave 
the Ahmadis an opportunity which they were quick to seize 
to pose as the champions of Islam and the antagonists of the 
Aiya Samaj. This antagonism which dates from the murder 
of Pandit Lekh Ram has subsequently become very bitter. 

In 1 924 Mirza Bashir-ud-Din Mahmud Ahmad visited 
Europe with a party of 12 secretaries. The party visited 
Rome, Paris, London and Venice. Reports were subsequently 
received that the Mirza had been in touch with communists 
and German nationalists, but there is no reason to regard 
them as true. It is of interest to note that the Ahmadis are 
much interested in Russia as they believe in a prophecy 
which promises them predominance in Moscow one day. 

The proselytizing zeal of the Ahmadis abroad has never 
met with any serious opposition except in Afghanistan. 

In September, 1918, it was reported that the Ahmadiyya 
movement was slowly but steadily spreading through Kabul 
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and parts of Afghanistan. Information about the same time 
showed that the Ahmadis as a whole were distinctly anti- 
Afghan and that they were preaching that Afghanistan was 
the ‘dar-ul-harb’ whereas India was dar-us-salam'. This 
attitude was no doubt due to the stoning of two Ahmadi 
Maulvis a few years previously and to the general attitude of 
repression adopted towards the Ahmadis by the then Amir of 
Afghanistan. At the end of August, 1924. an Ahmadi mis- 
sionary named Niamat Ullah Khan was stoned to death at 
Kabul for heresy. His execution was denounced not only by 
the Ahmadis in India but also by most of the orthodox Muslim 
press. 

In February. 1925. two Qadiani shopkeepers in Kabul were 
also stoned to death for heresy. They had been convicted by 
the 'mullahs’ of heresy, and their sentences received the 
approval of the Afghan official authorities as a Police 
Superintendent and 15 Constables were present at the execu- 
tion. Ahmadi meetings of protest were held throughout 
India, and protests were also raised by the Ahmadis in 
England. The sensation caused restrained the Amir as no 
further executions took place. After these executions there 
were rumours that the Ahmadis contemplated sending ‘ja thas’ 
to Kabul to propagate the Ahmadi faith, but the proposal 
never materialised. The relations of the Ahmadis with the 
present King of Afghanistan appear to be cordial, for on the 
occasion of his recent visit to England the Ahmadiya commu- 
nity in England presented him with an address of wel- 
come^ 1) 

In 1927 the Muhammadan agitation arising out of the 
'Rangila Rasul’ case gave the Ahmadis another oppor 
tunity of trying to reconcile themselves, with orthodox 
Muhammadans and of championing Islam. Even before the 
Rangila Rasul’ agitation the Lahore sect had gradually come 
to be regarded as the spokesmen of Islam against the Arya 
Samaj. Pamphlets issued in which it was stated that they did 
not regard the Mirza of Qadian as their ‘Nabi’ and that any 
one who did so was a ‘kafir’, but merely as a religious 
reformer and guide, made it easier for the orthodox 
Muhammadans to follow their lead. Orthodox opinion. 


( ' ) Amnullah Khan 


Inflammatory 

Poster 

(1927) 


ix 

particularly that of almost the whole of the educated class in 
Lahore, veered strongly in their favour and in a short space 
of time they became the leaders of Muslim opinion in Lahore. 
During the ‘Rangila Rasul’ controversy the Lahore section 
took a comparatively small part in the agitation. Its 
members, however, were interested irt the Muslim economic 
boycott of Hindus and were un-doubtedly partly responsible 
for the opening of Muslim shops in Lahore to cut out Hindu 
shopkeepers. In August, 1927 the Lahore sect drew much 
attention to itself by the issue of provocative communal 
articles in the ‘ Light’ of August the 16th, one of its principal 
organs. The leading article entitled “FighttotheFinish” was 
a practically undisguised incitement to violence, while other 
articles were extremely offensive and calculated to spread 
class hatred. The editorwas presented under section 153-A, 

I P C, and convicted. 

The communal disturbances at Lahore in May, 1927, 
and their sequels, the Muhammadan agitation arising 
out of the acquittal of the author of the Rangila Rasul’ 
pamphlet ridiculing the Prophet of Islam, the publication of 
an even more scurrilous article entitled "A trip to Hell” 
published in an Arya magazine, the Risala Vartman of 
Amritsar, the conviction of the editor and proprietor of the 
Muslim Outlook for contempt of court in questioning the 
integrity and impartiality of the High Court Judge who had 
acquitted the author of ‘Rangila Rasul’ pamphlet and the 
subsequent unjustified Muhammadan attack on the High 
Court itself were all exploited by the Qadianis and made the 
excuse for communal propaganda. Following the Lahore 
riots, communal ill-feeling was still further intensified in 
Lahore by the production of inflammatory posters bearing 
the signatures of the Mirza of Qadian himself. At other 
places posters were issued by the Mirza advising 
Muhammadans to keep a ‘lathi’ by them even at prayer time. 
Publicity, which would certainly not otherwise have been 
obtained, was ensured for the ‘Risala Vartman’ article by the 
issue of an inflammatory poster by the Mirza, quoting at 
length from it. This was proscribed as it gave undesirable 
publicity to the article itself. The genuine Muhammadan 
apprehension aroused by the acquittal of the author of the 
Rangila Rasul’ pamphlet lest the law as it stood was 
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powerless to punish malicious attacks on the founders of 
religions was subordinated to a desire to seek revenge from 
the community which had been responsible for attacks on the 
Prophet, and possibly explained, though it did not justify, the 
prominence given by the Ahmadis to such attacks. 

Meanwhile the prosecution of the editor of the ‘Risala 
Vartman ' and of the author of the article entitled “A trip to 
Hell" had been ordered under section 153-A.,I.P.C., and the 
case was referred to a full bench of the High Court. This 
action satisfied the more moderate and enlightened 
Muhammadan community but the Qadianis and the 
Khilafatists continued their attack on the High Court and 
tried to establish a position as leaders of Muhammadan 
opinion. Mutual jealousy and disagreement regarding the 
resolutions to be proposed led to be abandonment of the joint 
meetings which were to have been held in July to protest 
against the conviction of the editor and proprietor of the 
‘Muslim Outlook’ and the High Court judgment in the 
‘Rangila Rasul’ case, but public meetings organized by the 
Qadianis were held at Lahore and Amritsar at which these 
protests were made in no uncertain language and at the same 
time the propagation of ‘tabligh’ and the economic boycott 
of Hindus were urged, while posters setting forth these points 
and also demanding the dismissal of the High Court Judge 
who had acquitted the accused in the ’Rangila Rasul’ case, 
the promulgation of an ordinance to provide for the punish- 
ment of vilifiers of the Prophet and the appointment of a 
Muhammadan judge to the High Court bench were widely 
distributed in the Province. 

During 1927 theQadian Ahmadi’s were very conspicu- 
ous and seized the many opportunities offered by the 
communal unrest in the Province to pose as protagonists of 
Islam. The indiscriminate condemnation of the Muhammadan 
community over the assassination of Swami Shradhanand 
and the widespread Hindu belief that the murder was the 
result of a conspiracy aroused Muhammadan resentment and 
not unnaturally provoked criticism of the views expressed. In 
February and March the Ahmadis of the Qadian branch held 
a series of public lectures in Lahore on Islam and the 
communal question. The proceedings were generally mod- 
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erate, but there was at times strong criticism of the Arya 
Samaj. Speaking at one of these meetings on March 1st, 
Mirza Bashir-ud-Din Muhamud strongly condemned Arya 
methods of propaganda and their abuse of the Prophet. 

The most dangerous point in the Qadianis’ propaganda 
was undoubtedly the incitement to boycott the Hindus 
economically and socially. Under the pretence of improving 
Muslim economic conditions this boycott movement was 
sedulously preached in towns and villages and at first met 
with considerablesuccess. The Ahmadisshowed themselves 
capable of well organized propaganda, but the natural eco- 
nomic inter-dependence ofHi ndus and Muhammada ns proved 
too strong for the organizers of the movement which by 
October had spent its force. It left behind it, however, a legacy 
of ill-feeling in many places previously unaffected by com- 
munal trouble. 

In September, 1927 a “Unity Conference” of “all-India” 
leaders was held at Simla to which Mirza Bashir-ud-Din 
Mahmud submitted a memorandum embodying the demands 
of his community. He claimed inter, alia, on the social and 
religious sides perfect religious freedom for all communities, 
non-interference in religious and social customs, liberty to 
work for the economic betterment of Muhammadans, the 
ostracism of vilifiersof any religion or its founder, while on 
the political side he demanded the extension of Reforms to 
the North-West Frontier Province, the conversion of Sind 
and Baluchistan into one separate Province and the mainte- 
nance of separate electorates. The conference broke down 
without effecting anything. The Mirza’s own opinions, on 
the “cow and music” questions about this time were interest- 
ing. He opposed any restriction on the social life of Muslims 
by the prohibition of cow slaughter but expressed the opinion 
that cow slaughter should be confined to slaughter houses 
He did not consider the Muslims right in stopping music 
before mosques. 

As communal relations improved towards the end of 
1 927, the Ahmadis dropped unnoticed out of the pic - 
ture. Inspite of all their vigorous championship of Islam and 
attempts to improve the economic conditions of 
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Muhammadans it is doubtful whether they have to any 
appreciable extent won the sympathy and support of ortho- 
dox Muhammadans. They have, however, undoubtedly 
established the fact that in times of communal unrest they are 
a powerful and well-organized community with considerable 
initiative and a well developed system of propaganda. 
Politically the Ahmadis remain supporters of Govern 
ment. Neither section has taken any part in the agitation 
against the Simon Commission, and the Qadianis have 
openly co-operated with the Commission. In the issue of the 
‘Sunrise’ for December, 22nd, 1927, Mirza Bashir-ud-Din 
Mahmud Ahmad advanced at great length many reasons 
infavour of co-operation, and a deputation subsequently 
visited the Commission in Lahore. The main points brought 
forward were the safe-guarding of the rights of minorities, 
the uplift of the untouchables, the maintenance of separate 
electorates, the preservation of Muslim majorities in Prov- 
inces where they exist at present, the extension of the 
Reforms to the North-West Frontier Province, the constitu- 
tion of Sind and Baluchistan as a separate Province, perfect 
religious freedom and the unrestricted right of the propaga- 
tion of any religion. The demands were dictated by commu- 
nalism but the development of the Ahmadiya faith depends 
on communalism. 

Apart from their communal activities the Lahore and 
Qadian Ahmadis are a well-organized and financially 
sound community with missions abroad and in India. 
Founded in 1914 as the ‘Anjuman-i-Ishaat-i-lslam’ the 
Lahore section is mainly financed by regular subscription 
and by the sale-proceeds of religious books and has an annual 
income of about three lakhs of rupees. These funds are 
satisfactorily controlled, and there are capable secretaries in 
charge of the various funds, such as the ‘tabligh’ fund, the 
mission fund, the literature fund, the ‘zakat’ fund, the 
buildings and books funds. Of their missions abroad the 
Woking mission is the best known and has made about 1 ,000 
converts in England. The heads of theJWoking mission are 
Khawaja Kemal-ud-Din and M. Abdul Majid. There is also 
German mission which was established in 1922 by Mubarak 
Ali and Sadar-ud-Din. The construction of a mosque was 
delayed owing to a rumour that the Ahmadis were pro-British 
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propagandists, but this rumour was subsequently dispelled 
and a large mosque has been recently erected in Berlin. The 
mission has not yet achieved the success of the Woking 
mission and can only claim about 100 converts. There are 
other missions in Java. Burma. China and Singapore. Mau- 
ritius. Durban, Trinidad, Finland and Poland. All these, 
however, are as yet only in their infancy and can claim only 
a few hundred converts. In India there are some sixty 
branches in charge of properly trained workmen. A training 
and propaganda institution was founded in 1926 where 
students undergo a course of a study of comparative religions 
and are trained for missionary work. Commercial and 
philanthropic institutions have not been forgotten. There are 
in Lahore a book depot, a mutual relief fund and co-operative 
stores, while a guest house is maintained for missionaries 
from abroad. The Lahore party has several papers of which 
the better known are ‘The Islamic Review the ‘ Paigham-i - 
Su/ah ’ and The Islamic World’. The number of their 
followers is difficult to estimate, but probably does not exceed 
15,000. They are more pan-lslamic in their views than the 
Qadianis. but have never identified themselves prominently 
with any political movement. 

The affairs of the Qadian section are equally well regulated 
and administered and are in charge of secretaries who direct 
the missionary, educational, social and political activities of 
the movement. The financial position of the section is 
dependent on voluntary contributions and is very sound, the 
accumulated balances amounting to some four lakhs of 
rupees. Their missions abroad are not so numerous or 
prosperous as those of the Lahore party, but they have a 
mosque in England at Southfields and smaller missions with 
a few hundred converts in the East and West Africa, Egypt, 
Syria, Persia, Sumatra, Ceylon and in the United States of 
America. There are under the general control of Mufti 
Muhammed Sadiqand Abdur Rahim “Nayyer”. In India they 
have missionaries at work in the Punjab, the United Prov- 
inces, Sind, Bengal, Malabar, Bhopal, Behar and Kashmir. 
Educational institutions have also received their attention, 
and in addition to various institutions at Qadian itself they 
have primary schools in the Gurdaspur, Sialkot, Gujrat. 
Jhelum, Shahpur, Jullundur, Lyallpur and Hazara districts. 
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There is a special missionary school at Qadian at which 
students who have passed the Maulvi Fazal examination are 
trained in missionary and propaganda work. The Qadian 
party has several papers of which the A l-Fazal, the Sunrise, 
theNur, th eFaruq, iheMisbah and ihcAhmadiya Gazette are 
the best known. The number of their followers was given in 
the Punjab census report of 1 92 1 as 28,856, but this appears 
an under-estimate and they probably number about 75,000.( 1 ) 

1928 and 1929 were quiet years. The Ahmadis tempo 
rarily fell out of the picture and little was heard of them 
till August, 1929, when the Ahmadis of Qadian came into 
conflict with the Sikhs who demolished a kine slaughter 
house constructed by the Ahmadis with the permission of the 
district authorities. Slaughter of kine was subsequently 
stopped by order in Ahmadi quarters at Qadian but the 
incident was illustrative of the estranged feelings which 
subsisted, and still subsist, between the Ahmadi and Sikh 
communities. 

The history of the Ahmadiyya sect from 1930 onwards 
is the history of the orthodox Qadian section of the 
community The Lahore party, immersed in missionary 
activities in and outside India, dropped entirely into political 
insignificance. Only very occasionally did it come to notice 
for its real, but carefully suppressed, hostility towards Mirza 
Bashir-ud-Din Mahmud and the Qadian Ahmadis generally. 
Public interest, for the next few years, was concentrated on 
Qadian which became the storm centre of a grave religious 
controversy, the full force of which has not yet spent itself. 

It was in the year 1 930 that a party hostile to Mirza 
Bashir-ud-Din Mahmud emerged at Qadian and started 
a newspaper, called the “Mubahilla ”, for the dissemination 
of denunciatory propaganda against the Ahmadis. The paper 
was owned and edited by Abdul Karim and his father Fazal 
Karim, both of whom had seceded from the Ahmadiyya faith. 
Infuriated by the anti- Ahmadi propaganda, an attempt was 
made by an Ahmadi on the life of Abdul Karim but, by 
mistake, another person, named Muhammad Hussain, was 
(1) Report by E. W. C. Wace, Assistant to DIG Police, 

C1D Punjab Simla, 2nd June 1928. 



murdered on 23rd April. The publication of a series of 
obscene articles in the “Mubahilla” ignited the first spark 
which, fanned by Ahrar ingenuity and unscrupulousness, 
developed into a general conflagration that, for a time, spread 
all over the Central Punjab and proved a source of grave 
anxiety to the administration. It is interesting to note that it 
was from the dissensions among the Ahiuadis themselves 
that the bitter and long drawn-out Ahrar-Ahmadi contro- 
versy arose originally. This controversy took a religious as 
well as a political form. The Ahrars attacked the Qadian 
Ahmadis on two main issues. First, on the general question 
of orthodoxy; and, second, on their treatment of non- Ahmadis 
in Qadian. On the first issue, they succeeded in stirring to 
new life the latent hostility to the Ahmadi sect which has 
always been present in the breasts of almost all orthodox 
Muslims. They were able to quote (or, as the Ahmadis 
claimed, to misquote) texts from Ahmadi writings which 
were extremely offensive to the orthodox, and they further 
succeeded in creating the belief that the Ahmadis were a 
grave menace to Islam. As a result, the Ahmadis had 
practically no open sympathizers, outside their own sect, 
among Muslims, and, although feeling did not become 
generally acute against them among Muslims, it remained 
throughout the next few years capable of reaching very 
dangerous heights if any untoward incident had occurred. At 
the same time, the previous communal activities of the 
Ahmadis had naturally made them very unpopular with the 
Hindus, especially in and around Qadian; while their long- 
standing enmity with the Sikhs had been increased by ill- 
timed attempts to prove that Guru Nanak was a Muslim. The 
position was further complicated by the political ambitions 
of the Ahrars, who saw in the prevailing situation a good 
opportunity for increasing the political strength of their 
party. Their campaign was also profitable - a consideration 
which appealed particularly to some of the Ahrars who were 
taking part in it. One of the most pronounced features of the 
contest was the abuse of each party by the others, expressed 
in sermons, speeches, pamphlets and newspaper articles. At 
intervals, both sides drew breath and accused the Govern- 
ment of partiality towards the other side. Such, in short, was 
the general nature of the controversy that raged between the 
Ahrars and Ahmadis from 1930 onwards and. at times. 
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proved a serious menace to the public peace. 

The first move in the game was made in 1931, when a 
Mubahilla Conference was organized on the 1 9th and 
20th October by the disaffected Ahmadis, instigated by the 
Ahrars, with the object of enhancing the influence of the 
Ahrar party among the Muslim community . This conference 
exacerbated anti- Ahmadi feelings in several parts of the 
province so that attempts were made to break up Ahmadi 
meetings at Amritsar and elsewhere in November and only 
Police intervention prevented a breach of the peace. 

On 26th July, 1931, an All India Kashmir Committee 
was established with Mirza Mehmud as its head. The Ahrar 
launcheda massive movement for the Kashmiri Muslims and 
ultimately Mirza Mahmud resigned. (1) 

For a time, the Ahmadis. realising possibly their weak 
ness in numbers, did little to arouse the antipathy of the 
orthodox Muslims and throughout 1932 and part of 
1933, the Ahrars remained quiescent and confined their 
activities to spasmodic denunciations of the Ahmadi sect on 
the platform and in the press. On the 4th March, 1933, the 
Working Committee of the Ntejlis-i-Ahrar met at Lahore and 
adopted a number of resolutions. The leaders, Ata Ullah 
Shah Bukhari, Chaudhri Afzal Haq and Habib-ur-Rehman 
were present. It was decided to push forward the campaign 
against th? Ahmadis by the formation of a new body, the 
Dawat-o- Arshad, the collection of funds for a newspaper and 
the organization of a volunteer corps of one hundred thou- 
sand persons. Needless to say, these grandiose schemes did 
not come to fruition, but it was dear that the Ahrars 
henceforward meant business. Throughout the summer of 
1933 Ahrar opinion against the Ahmadis became more and 
more bitter, and on various occasions resolutions were passed 
or suggestions made that Ahmadis should be expelled from 
schools, colleges and all Muslim institutions, that they 
should be subjected to social boycott and that they should not 
be admitted to central or provincial Legislatures, Muncipal 
Committees and other local bodies. It was in October of the 


( 1 ) Punjab CID Secret Report on Majlis -i-Ahrar, 1 938 

(NDC Islamabad) 
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sa me year that the Ahrars conceived the pi an of occupying the 
building in which the “Mubahilla” newspaper was located 
and using it as an office from which they could conduct an 
anti-Ahmadi campaign. The Ahmadis. getting wind of this, 
promptly demolished the building and built latrines on the 
site. They afterwards somewhat mitigated this action by 
attaching small houses to the latrines, but the mischief was 
done and from the winter of 1933-34 the Ahrar- Ahmadi 
tension became more and more acute. 

In the meantime, the general attitude of the Ahmadis at 
Qadian was becoming distinctly militant and aggres- 
sive. Reports received in 1934 indicated that there was a 
marked tendency towards the exercise of autonomy and the 
establishment of the imperium in imperio by the Ahmadiyya 
community at Qadian. Some of its local manifestations were 
the existence of - 

(a) a body of volunteers who were allowed to use arms for 
musketry practice; 

(b) Ahmadiyya courts known as “ldara-i-Faujdari”. A document 
purporting to be a “summons” to a “defendant” in a Qadian 
“Court” came to notice. The terms used in the document wen 
analogous to those used in law courts in British India. It was 
reported that people were sentenced to boycott if they of- 
fended the Ahmadiyyas, that non-Ahmadis were brought 
into these proceedings under pressure, that Mirza Bashir-ud- 
Din Mahmud had “established a parallel government” in 
Qadian by introducing the “Mahmudia Penal Code”, which 
was openly contrary to British Laws, and that it was an 
ordinary thing for Ahmadi “courts” to cause a Qadiani to be 
flogged or turned out of the city; and 

(c) the Siyasi Anjuman-i-Ahmadiyya, apparently a body inter- 
ested in political welfare of the Ahmadis 

Stories of Ahmadi “rule” in Qadian turned the tide of 
Muslim opinion against the sect and the Ahrars took full 
advantage of the rising feelings of indignation to continue > 
their anti-Ahmadi campaign with great vigour. A scurrilous , 
pamphlet, entitled “Kia Mirza-i-Qadiani aurat thi ya mard” 
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by Inayatullah of Qadian had to be proscribed by Govern- 
ment. A Committee, known as "Radd-i-Mirzait" was 
formed at Amritsar in March to denounce the Ahmadis and 
carry on propaganda against them. A tabligh conference was 
staged by the Ahrars at Qadian in October with the object of 
carrying the war into the enemy's camp. The conference 
passed off peacefully but it was found necessary to prosecute 
S. Ataullah Shah Bukhari under section 153-A, I.P.C. in 
respect of his speech at the conference on the 2 1st October. 
An Ahmadi Dr. Muhammad Ismail, who had attended the 
Ahrar Conference in contravention of the orders of Mirza 
Bashir-ud-Din Mahmud, was subjected to social boycott by 
the Ahmadis. The Ahmadis vehemently protested against 
the grant of permission to the Ahrars to hold their conference 
at Qadian. Mirza Bashir-ud-Din Mahmud, who had sum- 
moned a large number of Ahmadi volunteers to Qadian on the 
occasion of the conference, was served with an order under 
section 3 of the Criminal Law Amendment Act, 1932, 
directing him to cancel the summons. A storm of protests was 
raised by the Ahmadis all over the world against the action 
of the Government. Feelings continued to run high and 
Ahmadi indignation was further intensified in November 
when a young boy visited Qadian with the alleged intention 
of attempting to murder the head of the Ahmadiyya commu- 
nity, but was arrested by the police and later jailed for one year 
under section 109 of the Criminal Procedure Code. 

The year 1935 was marked by a definite change in the 
attitude of the Qadian Ahmadis towards the Govern- 
ment. An indication of the change was given by the 
head of the community in the course of a sermon on the 14th 
January, when he observed that “until recently the Ahmadis 
were on good terms with the English, but the rule of a nation 
rested with Providence. Several English officers had shared 
in the mischief done to the Jamait... He knew the troubles his 
followers were undergoing under the present rule, but no law 
could compel him to respect Government. However, for the 
time being he wished his followers to abide by the law. but the 
time would come when he would release them from this 
restraint.” 

At a meeting of the Ahmadis at Qadian on the 18th 
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January, a resolution was passed requesting the head 
of the community to permit the Ahmadis to organise a new 
body to carry on "political" work. A week later, the Siyasi 
Anjuman-i-Ahmadiyya changed its name toNational League 
and announced that one of its objects was to "teach courtesy 
to the Government and its subjects” . Branches of the League 
were opened at various places. There is reason to believe that 
the League was intended to instigate the Muslims of other 
countries in the name of Islam and pan-Islamic principles 
against the British Government through the preachers of the 
community already in the field. In practice, the League bore 
the same relation to the central Ahmadi authority as the 
Shiromani Akali Dal to the Shiromani Gurdwara Parbandhak 
Committee. Evidence of sympathy of the great majority of 
orthodox Muslims in the Gurdaspur district with the Ahrars 
was afforded the same day, when S. Ataullah Shah Bukhari 
was proclaimed "Amir-i-Shariat” at a mammoth meeting at 
Gurdaspur. The situation was further complicated by an 
absured claim by the Ahmadis that Guru Nanak was a 
Muslim which was naturally resented by the Sikhs. The 
Ahmadis instead of recognizing the dangers in pursuing a 
course which could not but fail to alienate the few friends that 
they had and still further to embitter their enemies. Several 
an ti-Ahmadi pamphlets, including "KhanchvanNabi”, "Panj 
Tan Pak” and“Hansi ka Gol Gappa” appeared at this time 
and were proscribed. Security was demanded from the 
"Zamindar ”, Lahore, and the Karimi Press, at which it was 
printed. Warnings were administered to the Sadaqat" of 
Gujrat and the ‘AlAdal " ofGujranwala for publishing anti-' 
Ahmadi articles. 

The situation grew- worse towards the end of January 
1935, and events began to move rapidly: At an 
Ahmadiyya meeting at Qadian on the 23rd January, the 
district officers and the police were abused by the crowd. The 
meeting created a dangerous atmosphere and non-Ahmadis 
were in considerable danger of violence. The tension between 
the Sikhs and Ahmadis became acute on account of the 
repeated assertions of the Ahmadis that Guru Nanak was a 
Muslim and that the Sikhs ate beef. Orders were issued under 
section 144 of the Criminal Procedure Code prohibiting 
meetings or demonstrations within the small town and 
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revenue estate of Qadian. One of the chief difficulties in 
dealing with the situation was the fact that the Ahmadis were 
continuously supplying material which their enemies fully 
used to inflame opinion against them. Obstruction was 
raised about this time by the National League to the entry of 
police or civil reporters into their meetings. Objectionable 
and defamatory speeches were made at a meeting of the 
National League on the 24th January in which complaints 
were made aginst Government’s policy and the local police 
at Qadian and against the District Magistrate. 

About this time. Mirza Bashir-ud-Din Mahmud was 
summoned to give “defence” evidence in the case 
against S. Ataullah Shah Bukhari under Section 153-A, 
I P.C. Necessary arrangements were made for his protection, 
but on both the days on which he appeared as a witness he 
brought with him for the purpose of demonstration about 
2,000 Ahmadis by special trains. On the 25th April, S. 
Ataullah Shah Bukhari was sentenced to six month’s rigor- 
ous imprisonment. Soon after, the Ahmadis alienated the 
sympathies of all the other communities at Qadian by enclos- 
ing a large area of common land, known at the “Reti Chhela” 
where public meetings were frequently held. Bricks were 
thrown from the houses occupied by Ahmadis at a Hindu- 
Sikh meeting held on aplot of land overlooked by those 
houses. Complaints and counter-complaints were filed by 
the various communities of alleged assaults by the Ahmadis 
on Ahrars and Sikhs. Addresing a congregation at the 
meeting held in connection with the death anniversaiy of the 
founder of the Ahmadi sect on the 26th May, Mirza Bashir- 
ud-Din Mahmud delivered an intemperate speech asserting 
that even their enemies admitted that the Ahmadis were 
masters in Qadian’ and proclaiming that the Ahmadis 
would not rest until the Ahrars had been completely crushed. 
On the 31st May, 1935, the police arrested Rozi Khan, an 
Ahmadi fanatic of the Mianwali district, who declared that 
he had been ordered by God Almighty to“punish” Inayatullah, 
an Ahrar leader of Qadian. Rozi Khan was. however, later 
certified as a lunatic. 

On the 6th June, the Sessions Judge, Gurdaspur, 
delivered judgement on the appeal filed by S. Ataullah 
Shah Bukhari, held that the offence committed by Ataullah 
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Shah Bukhan was only a technical one and reduced the 
sentence to simple imprisonment till the rising of the court. 
The judgment contained certain remarks critical of the 
Ahmadis who raised a storm of protest against the Judge and 
moved the High Court to expunge the remarks against 
them. (Most of the remarks were expunged). Tension at 
Qadian was further accentuated by the insistence of the two 
parties on saying their prayers undisputed piece of land. 

On the evening of the 8th July, Mian Sharif Ahmad, a 
younger brother of the head of the Ahmadiyya commu- 
nity, was attacked by a person armed with a lathi. Hanif, alias 
Hanifa, the assailant, was arrested and subsequently sen- 
tenced to 9 months’ rigorous imprisonment. In October it 
was reported that Dr. Gopi Chand Bhargava, Kidar Nath 
Seghal and other Congress leaders were anxious to enlist the 
Ahmadis, who were labouring under serious grievances 
against the Government, as members of the Congress for the 
furtherance of anti-Govemment propaganda. The Ahmadis, 
however, decided to carry on agitation against the Govern- 
ment independently of the Congress. 

In a rash moment, Mirza Bashir-ud-Din Mahmud chal- 
lenged the Ahrars to a religious debate in which he 
was prepared to take a personal part. Mazhar Ali 
Azhar, the Ahrar leader, accepted the challenge, but later the 
Ahmadis tried to extricate themselves from the predicament 
in which the challenge had placed them by claiming that the 
conditions of the "Mubahilla” had not been properly settled 
by the Ahrar leaders. Defiant speeches, however, continued 
to be made from Ahmadi platforms making it clear that the 
passive attitude adopted by the Ahmadis during the previous 
year’s Ahrar conference would not be repeated. In the 
circumstances, in the month of November, the District 
Magistrate, Gurdaspur, found it necessary to promulgate 
orders under section 144 of the Code of Criminal Procedure 
directing the Secretary of the Qadian branch of the Majlis-i- 
Ahrar to abstain from convening or attending any meeting, 
debate or discussion at Qadian. Orders under section 3 of the 
Punjab Criminal Law (Amendment) Act, 1932, were served 
on a number of Ahrar leaders directing that they should not 
enter, reside or remain within the district of Gurdaspur, or 
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take part in organizing any gathering of adherents of the 
Majlis-i-Ahrar to be held at any place within a radius of 8 
miles of the town of Qadian. A few Ahrar leaders, including 
S. Ataullah Shah Bukhari, Bashir Ahmad of Alipur, 
Muhammad Qasim Shahjahanpuri, Ghuylam Nabi Janbaz 
and Qazi Ihsan Ahmad defied the orders and were sentenced 
tojpur months’ imprisonment in December. 

The high water-mark of Ahrar-Ahmadi tension was 
reached in 1935. The situation became less tense in 
1936, but there was no real diminution of acerbity and mutual 
recrimina-tions. In January, picketers were posted by the 
Ahmadis at the entrances to the “Reti Chhela” at Qadian and 
action had to be taken under section 107/151 of the Criminal 
Procedure Code to prevent a breach of the peace. The 
appearance of an Ahrar publication, entitled the “Mazhabi 
Daku”, caused considerable resentment among the 
Ahmadiyya community and the pamphlet was proscribed by 
Government. Propaganda against the Ahmadi community 
was intensified during March and resolutions were passed 
that no Ahmadis would be given burial in a Muhammadan 
graveyard. The atmosphere at Qadian in May was less 
strained, but at the Ahrar Tabligh Conference at Pathankot 
the same month, Pir Faiz-ul-Hassan Shah declared that any 
claimant to Prophethood or the Khilafat after the Prophet of 
Islam was liable to assassination. 

A few days later, at a meeting of the National League, 
Shaikh Bashir Ahmad announced that it was essential 
for the Ahmadis to take an active part in the political life of 
the country. With this object in view, hesaid, the Ahmadiyya 
Jamait would be prepared to co-operate with Jawahar Lai 
Nehru if a suitable programme could be prepared. Under 
instructions issued by the National League, some Ahmadi 
volunteers participated in the reception accorded to Pandit 
Jawahar Lai on his visit to Lahore in May -June, 1936. 

Early in 1937 there was trouble at Batala in the Gurdaspur 
district over the burial of an Ahmadi in a Muslim 
graveyard and the local police had to intervence to 
maintain the peace. Under instructions from Haji Abdul 
Ghani, the local Ahrar leader, sign-boards were affixed at 
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graveyards forbidding the burial of Ahmadis, while the 
Ahmadis engraved names on tomb-stones so as to be able to 
produce proof of burial should the dispute be taken to a court 
of law. In March the Ahrars affixed notices at the local 
mosques at Batala prohibiting the entry of Ahmadis. 

A serious dispute occurred over the burial of Ahmadi children 
in the old Muslim graveyard at Qadian on the 16th June, 
when a non-Ahmadi was soundly beaten by the Ahmadis 
before being rescued by the Police. Nineteen Ahmadis were 
subsequently prosecutted under section 326/147 of the In- 
dian Penal Code and eleven of them were sentenced to 
payment of fine. A month later, a party of Ahrars attempted 
to prevent the burial of another Ahmadi in a Muslim cem- 
etery in the suburbs of Amritsar. 

In June, the relations between the Sikhs and Ahmadis 
became still further strained as the result of the mort - 
gage to the Ahmadis of certain property attached to the 
Dharamsala by the Pujari of Dharmsala Udasian at Qadian. 
The Pujari fled after making over the building to the Ahmadis 
but the Sikhs brought two priests from Amritsar who broke 
open the locks and took possession of the place. The 
Ahmadis, wisely, dissolved the mortgage, but ill-feelings 
between the Sikhs and Ahmadis were revived soon after- 
wards as a result of the publication of an Ahmadi poster 
headed “Hazrat Baba Nanak Sahib Rahmatullah Alaih Ka 
Din Dharam” claiming that Guru Nanak was a Muslim. 

Serious dissentions broke out in the Ahmadi commu- 
nity in June, 1937. Two disaffected Ahmadis, Fakhr-ud- 
Din Multani and Abdul Rehman Misri, published posters 
containing serious allegations against the personal char- 
acter of the head of the Ahmad iyya community and Abdur 
Rehman Misri, who was the Headmaster of the Ahmadi 
School of religious teachings, started a rival organization 
called the “Majlis-i-Ahmadiyya Qadian”, with himself as 
President and Fakhr-ud-Din Multani as Secretary. Tbe La- 
hore Ahmadi Party, the Arya Samajists, and the Ahrars all 
took sides with the secessionists. The two rebels were 
excommunicated and threats of violence were held out 
against them by Mirza Bashir-ud-Din Mahmud in his 



speeches. The threats led an Ahmadi fanatic to stab Fakhr- 
ud-Din MuJtani and another Ahmadi secessionist on the 7th 
August. Fakhr-ud-Din died of his injuriesa week afterwards. 
His assailant was arrested and sentenced to death by the High 
Court early in the following year. Security proceedingsunder 
section 107 of the Criminal Procedure Code were taken 
against several prominent Ahmadis, including Khan Sahib 
Farzand Ali, an important member of the Ahmadi hierarchy, 
who was, however, subsequently acquitted by Court. In 
September, a report was made to the Police that a boy servant 
of Mirza Bashir-ud-Din Mahmud had been told by the 
disaffected Ahmadis to poison Mirza Bashir-ud-Din on 
promise of payment of a small reward. On enquiry the matter 
proved to be false. Following the auditing of the “Bait-ul- 
Mal” accounts of Qadian, a report was lodged that Abdul 
Rehman Misri has been guilty of defalcations during his 
tenure of the Headmastership of the Ahmadiyya School. 
(This case failed in court in May, 1938.) About this time a 
number of complaints was made by the Qadian Branch of the 
Ahmadi community on the one side and the Lahore branch 
on the other, charging each other with the publication of 
provocative articles in the press and thereby creating a 
situation likely to result in the commission of violent crime. 
The “A1 Fazal” and “Paigham-i-Sulah”, the respective or- 
gans of the parties, were warned to desist from publishing 
objectionable matter on pain of legal action. In December, 
efforts were made by the Ahrars and excommunicated 
Ahmadis of Qadian to create trouble by publishing posters 
demanding an open enquiry into certain allegations against 
Mirza Bashir-ud-Din Mahmud. Five pamplets entitled, 
“Ahmadi Arbab Ki Khidmat men ajzana guzarish aur faisla 
ke asan tariq”, “Bara Bol’\ “Janab Khalifa Sahib Ke dono 
pesh karda tariq fai sla manzur” ” Azal-i-Khaltfa” and “Kiya 
tamam Khalife Khuda hi banata hai?”, which were circulated 
at this time, were found to be objectionable. The printer of 
the first poster was warned and of the remaining four 
pamphlets wasfined. Internal dissensions among the Ahmadis 
continued. Strict disciplinary action was taken by Mirza 
Bashir-ud-Din Mahmud against the dissentients, who were 
invariably excommunicated and subjected to rigid surveil- 
lance by Ahmadi volunteers. Altogether nineteen Ahmadis 
had been excommunicated by the end of September, 1938. 
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Minor incidents continued to take place during 1938. In 
February, Haji Abdul Ghani. President of the Majlis-i- 
Ahrar. Batala, died in suspicious circumstances of a wound 
on the head, and it was falsely alleged that he had been 
murdered by the Ahmadis for his anti-Ahmadi activities. 
Actually, the Haji had sustained fatal injuries after attending 
a drunken dinner. The case remained untraced. A pamphlet 
entitled “Yad-i-Raftgan”, Is said to have been published by 
the Ahrars in this connection, was proscribed by the Govern- 
ment. A number of Ahmadis interfered in the burial of a non- 
Ahmadi in the common graveyard in March when the police 
had to intervene to restore order. In June, the Ahmadis 
attempted to revive theagitation in connection with the Idgah 
at Qadian, which they claimed to be their exclusive property. 
Special police precautions had to be taken to prevent a breach 
of the peace. In August at Batala, Hara, a lad of sixteen, 
narrated how he had been unsuccessfully trying to kill Mirza 
Sahib for the past three months, but the story was probably 
false. The same month a fight took place between four 
Ahmadis and three Ahrars of Qadian as the result of a minor 
quarrel between little boys. The police had to intervene to 
prevent another confilict between the Ahmadis and Ahrars 
in September, when about 350 Ahmadis under the order of 
their leaders decided to put up a camp on the Idgah and level 
the ground. During the year the Ahrars showed little signs of 
renouncing their hatred of the Ahmadis but their political 
credit was low and they were, therefore, unable to do much 
more than give occasional vent to their feelings by declaring 
at public meetings that the Ahmadis were outside the pale of 
the Muslim community. 

In the long conflict between the Ahmadis and their oppo- 
nents, it must be admitted that the Ahmadis came out with 
remarkably little immediate damage to themselves. This was 
primarily due to the extremely well-regulated and efficient 
administration of Ahmadi affairs at Qadian. The machinery 
set up by Mirza Bashir-ud-Din Mahmud and his predeces- 
sors stood the strain extraordinarily well. But on a long-range 
view, the Ahmadis must be considered to have lost in prestige 
and materially impaired the future prospects of their mission- 
ary work. Some time must elapse before the Ahmadis are able 
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to rehabilitate themselves in the eyes of the general public 
and to take up once again their proselytizing activities - the 
most important Ahmadi objective - with the same zeal and 
success which has charactized those activities in the past. 

The present organization of the Qadian section of the 
Ahmadis may be noticed briefly. The controlling author 
ity of the movement is the Khalifa, who is, in theory, 
elected and holds office for life. The principal instrument of 
his authority is a central organization, known as the Sadr 
Anjuman-i-Ahmadiyya, which is a registered body. The 
Anjuman is divided into a number of departments, each 
under the direct control of one or more Nazirs or Secretaries. 
At present (1938), there are nine important departments, viz, 
Amur-i-Ama, Bait-ul-Mal, Dawat-o-Tabligh, Talif-o-Tasnif, 
Talim-o-Tarbiyyat, Ziafat, Jaidad, Jama-i-Ahmadiyya wa 
Maqbara Bahishti and the National League. These Depart- 
ments are under the respective charge of Syed Zain-ul- 
Abdin, K.S. Farrand Ali, M. Abdul Mughni, M. Sher Ali, 
Mirza Bashir Ahmad, Mir Muhammad Ishaq, Mirza 
Muhammad Ashraf, M. Sarwar Shah and Shaikh Bashir 
Ahmad. Besides the central departments, there is a number 
of other institutions under the general control of the secretar- 
ies. The annua) budget of the Sadr Anjuman-i-Ahmadiyya 
is approximatelytweive lakhs of rupees. In addition, the 
Anjuman has a “Reserve Fund" amounting to Rs.2 5,00,000 
and it is at present raising a Khilafat Jubilee Fund of 
Rs.3 ,00,000 which will be utilized in celebrating thecomple- 
tion of twenty-five years of the regime of Mirza Bashir-ud- 
Din Mahmud in March, 1939. Outside India, the Ahmadis 
have twenty-two missionary centres in London, Rome, Bel- 
grade, Budapest, Chicago, Buenos Aires, Lagos (South 
Nigeria), Gold Coast Colony, Mauritius, Nairobi, Egypt, 
Sierra Leone, Kobe, Pairum (Australia), Sumatra, Java, 
Ceylon Rangoon, Singapore and Hong Kong. In India, there 
are about 1,000 Ahmadiyya Anjumans of which 536 are 
located in the Punjab, 50 in Patiala and Kashmir States, 7 in 
Mysore, 4 in Hyderabad(Deccan), 35 in Orissa, 28 in 
Baluchistan, 9 in the United Provinces, 7 in Bombay, and 6 
in the Madras Presidency. The Ahmadis claim a member- 
ship of approximately fifteen lakhs of persons throughout the 
World. The Ahmadi papers and periodicals published in 
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India are the “AlFazal”, the “Faruq ”, the “Nur”, the ‘VI/- 
Hakam ”, the Misbah ", the “Review of Religions " and the 
“Sunrise ”, Foreign publications include a Chicago edition 
of the “Sunrise", the “Muslim Times" (London), the “ A l - 
bushra ” (Egypt), the “Message ” the “Dolan ” (Ceylon) and 
“Al-lslam ” (Java). 

The organization and general position of the Lahore Party is 
comparatively less strong. The head of the party at present 
(1938) is Maulvi Muhammad Aii (who, in theory, does not 
hold office for life but is elected every year) and he is assisted 
by a general secretary, a financial secretary and an executive 
council, Mirza Mahmud Beg and Maulvi Aziz Bakhsh are at 
present working as secretaries and the executive committee 
includes Maulvi Sadr-ud-Din, the famous Ahmadi mission- 
ary. The annual budget of the Anjuman-i-lshaat-i-lslam, 
Lahore, is about two lakhs of rupees and its existing member- 
ship does not exceed 5,000 persons. The Anjuman has a 
number of branches in India and six missioinary centres in 
London, Berlin, Java, Fiji, and West Africa. It publishes the 
“Paigham-i-Sulah” , the “Light”, the “Young Islam”, and 
the *' Islamic World ” in this country and the “Islam Review” 
and the “ Woking Muslim Mission Gazette " in England. The 
Lahore Party is also collecting a Jubilee Fund to celebrate 
next year the completion of twenty-five years of the establish- 
ment of the Anjuman-i-lshaat Islam, Lahore since its seces- 
sion from the Qadian Party. ( 1) 


Unqualified support was extended during the Second 
World War in India and abroad by Qadiani and Lahore 
Jamats to Allies. 

Dubious policy towards Muslim League. Mirza 

Mahmud remained a protagonist of Akhund Bharat-United 

India. 


(1) Secret Report of the Punjab C ID, 
Lahore, 15 Oct. 1938. 
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Mirza Mahmud Ahmad seemed to stick to Qadian 

against heavy odds. He advised his followers that 

after evacuating their women folk they would return to — 

Qadian. 

Ahmadis Voluneers were activated for protection 
of Qadian. 

Ahmadis aspired to succeed the Britshers and to 
retain Qadian as a buffer state between India and 
Pakistan in collaboration with Akali leadership. * 

Mirza Mahmud Ahmad fled to Pakistan in 1947. He 
took keen interest in politics and was eager to get 
a base in Pakistan. Zafarullah represented Pakistan in the UN 
on Palestine and Kashmir issues as Foreign Minister. 

Qadiani involvement in palace intrigues resulted in 
an anti -Qadiani movement. Martial Law was 
clamped on the Punjab. The Tehrik was crushed. 

Qadiani Community flourished in Pakistan and 
abroad during the Ayab regime. It was a Victorian rule for 
them. M.M. Ahmed became a powerful bureaucrat. 

Qadianis were involved in some overt and covert operations 
during the Indo-Pak War. They aspired to get back Qadian. 

Mirza Nasir Ahmad became the Third head of the 
community inl965. During bis leadership 
Qadianyat spread its tentacles in Pakistan 
and abroad specially in Africa. 

Ahmadis collaborated with the Pakistan Peoples 
Party to help it win elections. Role of M.M. Ahmed 
in East Pakistan crisis (1971) was strongly criti-cised. 


1. Events relating to 1939-1947 are based or Following main sources; 

i) Manser gh. Transfer of Power Documents 

»i) India Office Records London (India-The War Series) 

iii) Qua id -i- Azam Papers, The National Archives of Pakistan Islamabad. 

iv) Punjab Police Secret Reports 1941-47. (N.D.C Islamabad > 
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Qadianis were declared a non-Muslim minority by 
the Senate and the National Assembly of Pakistan in Sep- 
(1974) through a unanimous resolution. Credit goes to the 
late Z.A. Bhutto Prime Minister of Pakistan for his bold 
efforts to solve this 90-year old problem 

Mirza Tahir Ahmad became the fourth head of the commit 
nity after the death of Mirza Nasir Ahmad in June 1982). 


During Zia's Martial Law Anti Qadianis movement gained 
momentum. In April 1984 Zia's regime issued Ordinance 
XX of 1984 to curb anti -state Qadiani activities.Mirza Tahir 
Alt mad tied to London 

In 1989 Mirza Tahir announced to celebrate 
Cenetenary celebrations after his vicious Mubahila 
campaign (1988) which ended in fiasco. 

Supreme Court of Pakistan rejected Qadiani appeal against 
ordinance XX (July 1993.) 
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The British Imperialism brought many countries of Africa and Asia under 
its sway in the 19th century. One significant aspect of the growth of colonization was 
its sinister collaboration with militant Jewish nationalism. Jews had been drifting into 
England since the days of Crowmwell who wanted to bring back those Jews who had 
been expelled from England in 1290 by Edward I with a view to obtaining economic 
advantage for England. 1 During the French campaign in Palestine in 1788, Napoleon 
recruited Jews from Asian and African countries into his army. He advanced the idea 
of setting up a Jewish Kingdom in Jerusalem under France’s aegis mainly for strategic 
consideration. 2 

By 1839, Jewish restoration in the Holy Land was a burning topic. Popular 
interest had become so intense that the General Assembly of the Church of Scotland, 
after sending a special commission to the Holy Land to report on conditions there, 
addressed A Memorandum to the Protestant Monarch s of Ewvpe on the Subject of 
Restoration of the Jewish People to the Land of Palestine. From this date onwards a 
pro-Jewish Palestinian debate ran parallel in theLondon Times with the agitation over 
the Eastern question. 3 

Liberal Englishmen continued to raise their voices in favour of Jews. A bill 
removing discrimination against them was passed in the House of Commons on certain 
occasions (1833, 1834, 1836) which failed in the House of Lords. Nevertheless, an act 
was passed permitting them to hold the local office of Sheriff. David Solomons was 
elected Sheriff of London in 1855, and two years later Moses Montefoire was elected 
to the same office, whereupon Queen Victoria Kinghted him. In 1858, a bill was passed 
which permitted Jews to enter the British Parliament. 4 

The Jewish idea was propagated by varied agencies based in America and 
other parts of Europe. Among them were the Furturist, Anglo-Israelites and 
Freemasons. They worked under different covers for the Jewish cause and influenced 
the public opinion in a discreet manner. Futurists supported the return of scattered 
Jews to Palestine on the basis of certain Biblical prophecies. Protestant theology, in 
particular, rested on the belief that the world of mankind was evolving towards a 
millennium in which holiness was to be triumphant everywhere, and that a primary 
pre-requisite to this happy eventuality was the ‘return of God’s Chosen People, the 
Jews, to the Holy Land.’ That Christ would return, sit on David’s literal throne in old 
Jerusalem and rule over his peculiar people who would accept him as their Messiah. 
The magnificent Temple of Ezekiel’s Vision would be built on the ancient Temple 
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now occupied by the Mosque of Omer <A1 Aqsa Mosque) and the ceremonies of 
ancient Judaism would be resumed. 

Supporting their position with direct quotations from Biblical prophecy, a 
large group of earnest men, divines, statesmen and writers set themselves to be the 
instruments to achieve the desired Jewish end. 1 

Connected with the destiny of the Jews is the theory of so called Lost Ten 
Tribes' of Israel. It was said to be a sharp reaction to the ideas of a few western liberals 
and ‘Assimilationists’ who denied the existence of a Jewish nation altogether. How- 
ever, in the wake of the irresistible liberal sweep which was supposed to de~Judaize 
the Jews, Anglo-Israelism was responsible to give a big momentum to Judaizing 
process. 2 

Most prominent among those who claimed that the 'lost' Tribes were the 
British or Anglo-Israclites of England and Canada were the members of Anglo 
American Federation. It was argued that the British Commonwealth of nations were 
descended from the ten tribes of Israel, that Americans were the seed of Manasseh, 
while Englishmen were the seed of Ephraim, that the United States of America and 
Canada were peopled with the Covenant people; that the Anglo-Saxon peoples were 
the descendants of the northern tribes of Israel and were in possession of all blessings 
promised to Israel in the latter days; that the Davidic Kingdom was transferred from 
Palestine to Great Britain, that David’s throne was promised in perpetuity by God 
and that a world state would emerge under the House of David in the days to come. 3 

Every attitude of the aggressive young Imperialism which the Anglo-Saxon 
was erecting became tinctured with Hebrew philosophy. So completely whs it absorbed 
that a large section of the English people began to look upon themselves as being 
actually descended from Israelites. This conviction on the part of a large part of the 
British public became so great that it resulted in the forming of British Israel World 
Federation, at one time claiming over five million members, and including such 
eminent personages as Oueen Victoria and King Edward VII. 4 

Freemasonry played a crucial role in the furtherance of Jewish cause in the 
garb of secrecy. The Jewish penetration into the European secret societies ran parallel 
to the growth of Freemasonry. The building of the Solomon Temple symbolized the 
Jewish return to Palestine. A large number of statesmen, politicians, civil and military 
officials, diplomats and traders gathered in masonic lodges of different secret rites 
and denominations to hatch pro-Jewish plots. Masonic temples were erected in almost 
all important cities of the US, Britain, France and Italy. In India, Freemasonry took 
roots in Bengal and spread rapidly in its other parts long before the War of 
Independence of I8S7. 5 

1. J.C. Sletfens, Palestine In Prophecy. The Voice of Prophecy, California, USA 1944, P.6 

2. W.B. Ziff. op. cil. P.33 

3. J.C. Stevens, op. cil. P.71. 

4. W a. ZHT, op. cil. P.34 

5. R.F. Goukf, History of Freemasonry, London 
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Freemasons and Jews directed most of their plots against the solidarity of 
the Turkish Empire. Masons of higher degrees found native agents to launch subver- 
sive activities under the cover of secret societies. Disraeli, a Jew by birth who became 
the Prime Minister of Britain in 1877, made a reference to the working of the secret 
societies and their clandestine operations in some parts of the world. These societies 
functioned in and outside the Ottoman Empire and were mostly based in Geneva, 
Paris, London, Brussels, and after the British occupation of Egypt in 1882, in Cairo. 
They encouraged militant nationalism and propagated ideas of secession of Arab lands 
from the Turkish ‘domination.’ 

George Antonius says that the first organized attempt to introduce 
nationalist ideas was made by five young men who had been educated at the Syrian 
Protestant College in Beirut. They were all Christians. Around 1875, a secret society 
was formed and a movement was started in collaboration with the Freemasonry which 
had been making inroads in Syrian society on the typical European pattern. 1 

Jewish-backed agencies and secret societies channelled their efforts for the 
revival of Judaism and restoration of scattered Jews to Palestine. They attacked the 
Christian dogmas in the wildest manner. Christian missionaries were severely con- 
demned and their activities ridiculed. The philosophical ideas of Jewish mysticism and 
theories forwarded by Jewish scholars were given much publicity. Islam posed a direct 
challenge to Jewish militancy. A tirade against Islam was immediately launched to 
loosen its hold and check its spread and growth. 

Agents of Jewish agencies hired natives to corrupt fundamental religious 
beliefs and to start movements in the name of revivalism. Muslims of the world looked 
to some of these ‘revivalist’ movements as rays of hope without realizing the harm 
they could do through their secret workings. They welcomed the new ideas of 
rationalism, nationalism and modernism without examining their implications for the 
world of Islam. 

Jewish nationalism spread widely in 1850s. At the close of 19th century and 
with the publication of Theodcr Herzle’s book, the Jewish State and the subsequent 
Basle Congress of 1897, Zionism became international movement of the Jews aimed 
to capture Palestine as their homeland. 

On Indian Soil : India had a great political and economic significance for the British 
Imperialism. It is an interesting subject to examine the Jewish activities on the soil of 
India. Many civil servants, diplomats, military officials and traders espoused the 
Zionist cause in early 20th century in order to strengthen the British Empire and to 
secure dismemberment of the Ottoman Empire. Collaboration with the Zionists was 
the salient trait of the British foreign policy. The London based Anglo-Jewish Associa- 
tion protected the Jewish interests in Britain and its colonies and it did all time,s receive 
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‘the most ready and cordial cooperation from the British Foreign Office, quite 
irrespective of party politics of the British Government in office and extended full 
support to Jews.' 1 

We find some mysterious links between Zionism and certain movements 
that arose in Asia and the Middle East in the name of religious revivalism. The 
Ahmadya of India and Bahaism of Iran, Freemasonry and Theosophist movements 
had links with secret Jewish agencies. Masonic and Theosophist institutions were 
established in the USA, Britain and its colonies mainly by the Jewish agents. Colonel 
Olcott, a freemason of questionable past, was imprisoned in America for circulating 
immoral literature, came to India in 1879 with Madam Blavatsky, the widow of a 
Russian general, behind whom there also lay an eventful and dubious past. They 
preached atheistic ideas of Buddhism and established a centre of Theosophy in 
Madras. In their periodical, the ‘ Theosophist \ they praised Buddhism and Hinduism 
and forcefully condemned Christianity and Christian missionaries. They left for 
Europe in 1884 after establishing a strong movement in India. At somepoint while 
traveling through Switzerland, Germany and Italy, Blavatsky offered her services to 
the Russian Secret Service, but they did not accept it. 2 She was a freemason of 32 
degree and was held in high esteem in masonic circles. Her book Isis Unveiled is 
considered an excellent masonic work. Her close associate Annie Besant, famous for 
Home Rule movement in India, was also an eminent freemason. 

Pan Islamic movement of the 19th century owes much to Syed Jamaluddin 
Afghani. The Persian Revolution (1905), Young Turks movement of Turkey (1908) 
and some Egyptian national movements were influenced and inspired by him and his 
followers. Afghani was a freemason. He used this Jewish institution for propagation 
of his political beliefs. Mufti Abdu was also a freemason and a confidant of Lord 
Crommer of Egypt. Afghani was expelled from the Masonic Lodg eStorof East for his 
political activities and showing disregard to its secret functioning. 3 

Babism and Bahaism of Iran are strongly pro-Jewish movements. Abdul 
Baha, in a lecture at a meeting of the Society of Friends, London on 12 January, 1913 
traced the origin of Bahaism to Illuminate, a torch bearer of masomy, founded in 
Germany in the 18th centuiy. Bahaism worked openly against Islam. Its followers 
established close relations with Zionists. Bahaullah predicted the return of Jews to 
Israel in his utterances and revelations. The movement has a powerful base in Israel. 
After the Iranian Revolution (1979), Bahais have been shifting their centres from Iran 
to Pakistan. 

Bahaism sprang from Shia Iran and Qadianism or Ahmadya movement from 
Sunni India. The origin, growth and religious and political ideas of Qadianism clearly 
show that its birth was the result of an Imperialist-Zionist conspiracy. Its founder 

1. Jewish Encyclopedia Vol I, KTV Publlahlno Hcuee, USA P. 801 

2. Daniel Giotto Kurska, Notes an Inside The Occult: The True Story at H.P. Blavatsky, Philadelphia, USA 1075 P.5 

3. Ella Kedourte, Afghani and Abdu, Nea^ortt, USA, 1068, P. 21 
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condemns Christianity, declares Jehad abrogated for all time to come, distorts Islamic 
beliefs and above all declares 900 million Muslims of the world as Kafirs (non believers) 
and thus outside the pale of Islam. He claims to be a Mujaddid (reformer), Promised 
Messiah, Mahdi, Nabi and Rasul (Prophet) and even Lord Krishna. He preached 
extreme loyalty for the British Imperialism and incorporated it as an article of faith 
in his religious creed. 

Indian Political Scene : The British predominated the whole of Indian sub-continent 
after the fateful War of Independence in 1857. One significant aspect of the War was 
the role, the ulema played in organizing resistance against the British aggressors. The 
Wahabi movement of Syed Ahmad Shahid did not end after the battle of Balakot. The 
surviving freedom fighters kept the Hills (N-W of India) as their bases of operation to 
launch Jehad against the British rule. Many crushing defeats were inflicted on the 
British troops, the most important of which was the battle of Ambela in 1863. The 
mujahidin showed an amazing gallantry and magnificent courage against the British 
troops. 

Baulked on the Frontier, the British attempted to destroy the organization 
of mujahidin in India, believing that it was the transmission of men and supplies via 
the underground that posed the threat on the Frontier. In a series of trials at Ambala 
and Patna in 1864 and 1865 respectively, a dozen of most active mujahidin were 
condemned to various terms of transportation to the Andaman Islands on the charges 
of conspiring to wage war against the Queen. There was a further wave of arrests in 
1868, 1870, and 1871 and trials took place at Rajmahal, Malda, and Patna respectively 
at which further sentences of transportation to the Andaman Islands were passed. 1 
After a series of ruthless persecutions and intense police investigations, the supply 
organization of the freedom fighters was destroyed. 

Hunter Report : On 20 September, 1871 Chief Justice Norman of the Calcutta High 
Court was killed by a Punjabi Muslim, Abdullah. Lord Mayo’s Papers show that he 
was indirectly influenced by Wahabi ideas and had studied in a mosque known as a 
centre of Wahabi teaching. Justice Norman was very harsh to the mujahidin. He 
dismissed appeals against detention under Regulation III of 1818 and was also against 
to hear appeals against the recent convictions at Patna trials. 2 

The British turned fiercely on Muslims as their real enemies and used all 
harsh methods to put an end to the Jehad movement which "seditious Wahabis" had 
launched in India 3 On 30 May, 1871 Lord Mayo, who had been an Irish Secretary in 
Disraeli’s Ministry, asked a civilian, W.W.Hunter to write a report on the burning 
question of the day: Whether the Indian Muslims were compelled by their faith to rebel 


1 . The MooJIm World, Vol. II No.2, April, 1912. P.76 

2. Letter from Sir George Campbell to Lord Mayo of 1 2 October, 1 87 1 and appendix 2 to Memo by A R Glle of 30 
November, 1871 Bundle Wahabis No.28 of Mayo Papers, Cambridge University Library, London-quoted in 
P.Hardy- the Muslim of British India, Camb, 1975 

3. No. 31 7 of Letters Despatched October-Oecember 1871 , No. 41 of Mayo Papers, Also Bundle Wahabis H, No. 
29 of Mayo Papers op. dt. 
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against the British rule } Hunter was given full access to secret official papers for 
compilation of his report. 

Hunter published his report in 1871 under the title The Indian Musalanwns: 
Are they bound in conscience to rebel against the Queen ? He discussed the teachings 
of Islam specially the concept of Jehad, advent of Mahdi and Messiah, problems 
relating to Jehad movement, the Wahabi concepts and then concluded : 

‘The present generation of Musalmans are bound according to their own 
texts to accept the status quo , but ‘the law and the prophets can be utilized 
on the side of loyalty as well as on the side of sedition’, and the Musalmans 
of India are, and have been, for many years, a source of chronic danger to the 
British Power in India and no one can predict the proposition to which this 
Rebel Camp (i.e. on the N-W Frontier) backed by the Muslim horde from 
the Westward, might attain under a leader who knows how to wield together 
the nations of Asia in a crescentado.’ 

He further adds : 

‘It was hopeless to look for anything like enthusiastic loyalty from our 
Muhammaden subjects. The whole Koran was based upon the conception 
of the Musalmans as a conquering and not as a conquered people. The 
Musalmans of India could always be a source of chronicdanger to the British 
power in India.’ 1 2 

Religious Militancy : Taking advantage of the so-called neutrality of the British in the 
propagation of religious beliefs as enunciated in the Queen’s Proclamation (1858), 
many religious adventurers came out in the religious* market’ of India with their 
‘products.’ The Imperialist’s own planfeffSriSwere the Christian missionaries engaged 
since long in the tricky game of evangelizing the ‘heathens of India.’ Among Hindu 
militant organizations, Arya Samaj, Brahmo Samaj and Devsamaj put forth their 
ambitious programmes of revivalism. The Sikhs, Jains, Parsees and Buddhists were 
comparatively less enthusiastic in propagation of their beliefs. There were also 
FreeThinkers and Atheists who condemned religions and advocated the formation of 
a free society. 

Among Muslims many sects and sub-sects sprang. There were Naturists, 
Ahli Hadith, Ahie Quran (Chakralwis), pacifist sufis, besides two larger Shia and Sunni 
groups. The whole Indian society was divided into a large number of hostile groups 
all of whom were bitterly at war with each other. It helped the Imperialists to maintain 
their hold on Indian sub-continent. 

The Hindu militant organization Arya Samaj was founded in 1875 by Mul 
Shankar, known by his Brahamnicai name Swami Dayanand. He was a fanatic Hindu 
and wandering teacher of militant Hinduism in North India. He condemned idol 


1 . F.H.Skrtna, Ufa of Sir William Wilson Huntar, London. 1 901 , P.1 89 

2. W.W. Huntar, Ttia Indian Musalmans, Tha Comrada Publish ars Calcutta, 1845 
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worship, child marriage, untouchability and some of the practices of orthodox Hin- 
duism in the name of modern enlightenment and preached what he considered to be 
the pure teachings of the Vedas. 1 Arya Samajists considered Islam as the chief obstacle 
in the establisment of a Vedic society in India. Swami died in 1883. He was the author 
of the notorious book: Satyamth Parakash. 

Brahmo Samaj was founded by Raja Ram Mohan Roy (1772-1833) with. a 
view to bringing back the prestine beauty of the Vedic religion. He was very much 
influenced by Christianity. He was on a ‘political’ mission to England where he died 
in 1833. The movement received a new impetus when Keshib Chander Sen (1838-84), 
a Bengali Hindu, eloquently praised Jesus Christ as a redeemer and attracted the 
attention of Christian missionaries. In 1870, he visited England and received a most 
extraordinary welcome. Many pulpits were thrown open to him. Sen claimed himself 
an incarnation of Jesus Christ and established his samaj as a reformed Church of 
Hinduism. Men like Jagdish Chandra Bose and Rabinder Nath Tagore were Brahmo 
Samajists. 

Pandit S.N Agnihotri founded the Deva Samaj for revival of Hinduism. The 
Rama Krishna Mission, the Prathna Samaj and the (Bal Ganga Dhar) Tilak Mission 
were meant to establish the Hindu supremacy in all fields of life. They wanted to 
establish a Hindu society by eliminating non-Hindus, specially Muslims from India. 
Tilak revived the Shevaji cult and organized festivals in honour of the Marhatta leader 
Shivaji in southern India. 

Christian missionaries had wielded a powerful influence during the rule of 
East India Company. By the Company Charter of 1813, the work of Christian 
missionaries was encouraged. A Bishop was appointed with his seat at Calcutta, with 
three arch deacons. The ecclesiastical establishment was to be paid by the Company. 
There was every encouragement from England for the proselytising activity in India. 
A Chairman of the Court of Directors of East India Company said in the House of 
Commons: 

‘Providence has entrusted the extensive Empire of Hindustan to England in 
order that the banner of Christ should wave triumphant from one end of India to the 
other. Every one must exert all his strength that there may be no dilatoriness on any 
account in continuing the grand work of making all Indians Christians.’ 2 

By the same Charter of 1813, the ecclesiastical establishment was to be paid 
for out of the Indian revenues of the Company and it continued to be so down to 1947 
while the missionaries acquired finances through voluntary contributions of the - 
supporters of the Missionary Societies. 3 During the East India Company’s rule, . 
Christianity was closely intervowen with both commerce and Imperialism. The Chris- 


1. J.N. Farquhar, Modem Religious Movements In India, P. 107 

2. Brain Gardner. The East India Company, London, 1971 P. 171 

3. Ibid P. 261 



An Outgrowth Of imperialism 8 

tian missions were vanguard of ImperiaJism to safeguard the interests of Empire. The 
Trinity of Christianity, Commerce and Colonialism served the cause of the Empire. 1 

One important factor of the War of Independence of 1857 was the aggressive 
missionary campaign launched by a few fanatic Christians. After the War, the 
campaign took a different shape. More emphasis was placed on hiring native agents 
for sending them in those areas where the missions had since been closed. The Church 
Missionary Society, London, fielded missionaries into India and sought the Govern- 
ment help to carry out its programme. 2 There were 21 different Christian churches 
operating in the length and breadth of India. Roman Catholics constituted the largest 
segment of Christian population, over half a million in 1881, followed by Protestants 
(0.12 million), Baptists (81,000), and followers of Church of England (49,000).Smaller 
groups viz. Americans, Armenians, Congregationalists, Calvinists, Dissenters, Epis- 
copalians, Independents, Luwtherns, Methodists, Syrian Greeks and Wesleyan Chur- 
ches preached the Gospel to Indians. The total Christian population in India, including 
British bom and other Europeans was about -2 million at the close of 19th century. 3 
Muslims’ Response : Muslims of the sub-continent were struggling hard in post-1857 
period to get their economic and political rights while the British were bent on their 
suppression. Sir Syed Ahmad Khan came forward to guide them. His political formula 
was cooperation with modem education. The orthodox Muslims who hated the British 
and had been waging a war of liberation on the N-W Frontier of India did not accept 
his view point. Sir Syed’s advocacy of loyalty to the British Government, his naturistic 
interpretation of the Holy Quran, particularly his opinion about the life of Jesus Christ, 
advent of Mahdi, Jehad, the status of India as dar-ul-Islam, etc, were bitterly criticized 
and condemned by the ulema. The prominent ulema of all schools of thought specially 
the followers of Syed Ahmad Brelevi (the Wahabis), retained their conviction that 
British Imperialism had forcibly occupied India which was dar-ul-harb, although in 
most cases they avoided a direct and open conflict with them. Some scholars like Molvi 
Chiragh Ali of Deccan ( 1844-95) regarded India neither dar-ul-Islam nor dar-ul-harb 
but simply dar-ul-Aman (place of peace 4 ). Those ulema who opined that India was 
dar-ul-harb never favoured social intercourse with the English. They could not 
reconcile themselves to the British rule. 

Christian missionaries met strong resistance from Muslim ulema. Maulana 
Rehmatullah of Kirana, Dr Wazir Khan of Agra, Maulana Abdul Hadi of Lukhnow, 
Maulana Ale-Hassan and Maulana Muhammad Ali Bichravi gave befitting replies to 
the Christian apologists in their numerous writings and addresses. It was mostly a 
defensive war against the aggressive onslaught of missionaries. 
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Family of Traitors : Mirza Ghulam Ahmad, the founder of Ahmadya movement 
descended from the Mughal family of the Punjab. His great grandfather Mirza Gul 
Muhammad was ousted from his ancestral estate of Qadian by the Sikh rulers. He, 
along with his other family members, took refuge in Baigowal in the Court of Sardar 
Fateh Singh, then a rival of Ranjit Singh, the ruler of Punjab. When Fateh Singh died, 
his estate was annexed by Ranjit Singh. Mirza Ghulam Ahmad’s father Ghulam 
Murtaza and his uncle Ghulam Mohyuddin joined the Sikh army and took active part 
to suppress the uprisings of the Muslims of northern India against the Sikh tyrants. 
Mirza Murtaza killed mujahidin of Syed Ahmad Brelavi in the North West of India 
and Muslims of Kashmir who rose against the Sikh ascendency. Ranjit Singh annexed 
Kashmir in 1818 and Peshawar in 1823. 

In recognition of his Valuable’ services Ranjit Singh restored five villages of 
Qadian to him in 1834. The next year Ranjit Singh died. After his death the central 
authority grew weak and the British influence increased. Mirza Ghulam Murtaza sided 
with the British and became their trusted henchman in the Sikh darbar. The Sikh came 
to know of it. They made an attempt to kill him and his brother Ghulam Mohyuddin 
but were saved by their younger brother Mirza Ghulam Haider. 

Sir Lepel Griffin’s book, the Punjab Chiefs 1 2 compiled to record the services 
of the loyal families of the Punjab during the ‘Mutiny’of 1857, gives the following 
account of Ghulam Murtaza’s services: 

'During the time of Nao Niha! Singh, Sher Singh and the Darbar, Ghulam 
Murtaza was continually employed on active service. In 1841, he was sent with General 
Ventura to Mandi and Kulu, and in 1843 to Peshawar in command of an infantry 
regiment. He distinguished himself in Hazara at the time of insurrection there, and 
when the rebellion of 1848 broke out, he remained faithful to his Government and 
fought on its side. His brother Ghulam Muhi-ud-Din also did good services at this 
time. When Bhai Maharaj Singh was marching with his forces to Multan to the 
assistance of Diwan Mulraj. Ghulam Muhi-ud-Din with other jagirdars, Langar Khan 
Sahiwal and Sahib Khan Tiwana raised the Muhammeden population and with the 
force of Sahib Dayal attacked the rebels and completely defeated them, driving them 
into the Chenab, where upwards of 600 perished. 

At the annexation of the Punjab by the British (March 1849), the Jagirs of 
the family were not restored, but a pension of Rs.700 was granted to Ghulam Murtaza 
and his brother and they retained their proprietary rights in Qadian and the neigh- 
bouring villages.^ 

In June 1849, two months after the annexation of the Punjab by the British, 
Mirza Ghulam Murtaza wrote a letter to J.M. Wilson, Financial Commissioner of the 


1. Mliz* Ghulam Ahmad Qadianl, KBab-ul-Baiyah, Qadian 1886, P.1< 

2. Sa* Abdul Rahim Dard Qadi&nl, Llf* of Ahmad, Lahore 1 &48. P. 1 3 



An Outgrowth Of Imperialism 1 0 

Punjab, requesting him some favour in lieu of the services rendered by him and his 
family during the annexation of the Punjab. Wilson replied on 11 June, 1849 : 

"I have perused your application reminding me of you and your family’s past 
services and rights. I am well aware that since the introduction of the British 
Government you and your family have certainly remained devoted, faithful and steady 
subjects and that your rights are really worthy of regards. In every respect you may 
rest assured and satisfied that the British Government will never forget your family 
rights and services which will receive due consideration when a favourable opportunity 
offers itself. 

You must continue to be faithful and devoted subject as in it lies the 
satisfaction of the Government and your welfare." 1 

The War of Independence of 1857 afforded an opportunity to the loyal 
servants of the Punjab to render service to their British masters. Sir Lepel Griffin 
states the services of the Mirza family provided to the British during this critical period 
of our history: 

‘The (Mirza) family did excellent services during the Mutiny of 1857. Ghulam 
Murtaza enlisted many men and his son Ghulam Qadir was serving in the force of 
General Nicholson when that officer destroyed the mutineers of the 46 Native Infantry 
who had fled from Sialkot at Trimughat. General Nicholson gave Ghulam Qadir a 
certificate stating that in 1857 the Mirza family showed greater loyalty than any other 
in the district 2 ’ 

General Nicholson faced a very tough resistance from the freedom fighters 
in Delhi. A.R. Dard states: 

The impression that loyal and active aid rendered by the family made on 
the mind of General Nicholson of whom Sir John Lawrence writes in his Mutiny 
Reports “without General Nicholson Delhi could not have fallen’, may be gathered 
from the following letter which he wrote to Mirza Ghulam Qadir in August 1857, only 
a month before his death.’ 

"As you and your family have helped the Government in the suppression of 
the Mutiny of 1857 at TrimmuGhat, MirThal and other places with the greatest 
devotion and loyalty, and have proved yourselves entirely faithful to the British 
Government, and also have helped Government at your own expense with 50 sawars 
and horses, therefore, in recognition of your loyalty and braveiy this parwana is 
addressed to you, which please keep with yourself. The Government and its officials 
will always have due regard for your services and rights, and for the devotion you have 
shown to the Government. After the suppression of the insurgents I will look to the 
welfare of your family. I have written to Mr. Nisbet, Deputy Commissioner, Gur- 
daspur, drawing his attention to you services." 3 

1 . Mina Ghukm Ahmad, Ka*hful Qhota, Zlaul l»1em Pr*»s 
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At the fateful end of the War of 1857, Mirza Ghulam Murtaza was awarded 
a khilat worth Rs.200 and a certificate from his British masters. He was also given a 
chair at the Governor’s darbar. 

Following is the text of the commendatory letter written by Robert Oust, 
Commissioner of Lahore to Mirza Ghulam Murtaza on 20 September 1858 : 

"As you have rendered great help in enlisting sawars and supplying horses 
to Government in the Mutiny up to date and thereby gained the favour of Government. 
A Khilat worth Rs.200 is presented to you in recognition of good services and as a 
reward for you loyality. 

Moreover, in accordance with the wishes of Chief Commissioner as con- 
veyed in his letter No. 576 dated 10th August, 1858, this parwana is addressed to you 
as a token of satisfication of the Government for your fidelity and repute " 1 

Sir Zafarullah states that Mirza Ghulam Murtaza took up military service 
under Maharaja Ranjit Singh and won distinctions in some campaigns. Later, he and 
hiselder son, Mirza Ghulam Qadir, rendered meritorious services to the British, which 
was duly appreciated by the authorities. 2 

In 1876, Mirza Ghulam Murtaza died. 3 On his death, Mirza Ghulam Oadir, 
his elder son wrote a letter to Robert Egerton, Financial Commissioner of the Punjab, 
intimating his father’s death and offering services of his family for the British 
Imperialism. He asked some favour on the basis of his services, Egerton’s reply of 29 
June, 1876 to Ghulam Qadir is quoted from Mirza Ghulam Ahmad’s book Kashful 
Ghata : 

''I have perused your letter of the second instant and deeply regret the death 
of your father Mirza Ghulam Murtaza who was a great well wisher and faithful Chief 
of Government. 

•In consideration of your family services we will esteem you with the same 
respect as that bestowed on your loyal father. I will keep in mind the restoration and 
welfare of your family when a favourable opportunity occurs.’’ 4 ■ 

Profile : Mirza Ghulam Ahmad was bom on 13 February, 1835 at Qadian.At the age 
of 6, he was put in the charge of a private tutor who gave him coaching in the Holy 
Quran and Persian language. At the age of 10, an Arabic teacher taught him Arabic 
language and its grammar. At the age of 17, a third teacher was employed who gave 
him lessons in Arabic, syntax, logic and medicine. 5 

From the early life, his father, who had been yearning passionately to regain 
his lost estate by serving the British, engaged him in his own line of work which 

1. Mirza Ghulam Ahmad, Shahadat-ul-Quran, Punjab F*ress SiaJkoi, 1683, P.8 (supplement) Also Dard, op. cIV 

2. Sir Zafarullah, Essence of Islam, Vol.1 London, 1B78P-VIII 

3. For a brief Ida sketch of Mirra Ghulam Murtaza sea Qazl Fazal Ahmad, Kallma-t-FazaJ-Rabanl, Lahore, 1693. 

4. Mirza Ghulam Ahmad, Kaahfuk-Ghata, Oadlan, 1686 P.S 

5. Muhammad Yaqub Khan, Quest After God (Glimpse* of the Life of Mirza Ghlam Ahmad), Anjuman Ahmadya' 

Lahore, 1849 , P/17 1 
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consisted mainly in looking after the agricultural interests of the family. Mirza Ghulam 
Ahmad knocked about the courts in the vain pursuit of regaining the lost estate of 
Qadian. 1 He failed badly and was regarded by his father a good-for-nothing. At last in 
1864 his father secured him the petty job of an Ahalmad(clerk) in Sialkot Courts which 
he accepted. During his stay in Sialkot he appeared in a law examination but badly 
failed in it. 2 

He stayed for 4 years (1864-68) in Sialkot. There he came in close contact 
with Christian missionaries, specially Scotch clerics, with whom he exchanged views 
on religious and political subjects. Christian missionaries had swarmed the Punjab 
after the War of 1857 as that region enjoyed an important place in the British colonial 
policy. 3 

In post- Mutiny period, Christian missionaries had been actively studying the 
main religious, social, economic, and political causes of the ‘Mutiny’ and were 
analysing the emerging trends in Indian politics in order to play a decisive role in the 
colonial game. 4 During the years 1858 to 1870 various studies were conducted and 
missionary conferences were organized to discuss these questions. One such con- 
ference was held in December 1862 in the Punjab. It was attended by 35 Christian 
societies and denominations as well as high civil and military officers and great number 
of influential men, although there was a good deal of discussion in official circles 
whether such a conference should be convened. 5 

In 1869, a private commission consisting of missionary heads visited India 
to ascertain the causes of the ‘Mutiny* and suggest ways for the consolidation of the 
Empire. The commission visited many places, conducted meetings with senior British 
officials occupying high administrative and military posts and held discussions with 
officials of secret service to have first hand knowledge of religo-political problems that 
posed a potent threat to the British rule in India. As a result of it, a conference was 
held at London in 1870. Besides the representatives of the commission, it was attended 
by prominent missionary heads. The commision and the missionaries submitted their 
separate reports. Subsequently both these reports were published for private use as a 
secret and confidential document under the title: The Arrival of the British Empire in 
India. 6 An extract from the report is quoted below which gives the need of a prophet, 7 
who could serve the nefarious political designs of British Imperialism. 

"Majority of the population of the country blindly follows their ‘Peers’ 

(spiritual leaders). If at this stage, we succeed in finding out some who would 
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For a datallad account aaa-ATha Indian Crtab, A Spacial Qanaral Maatlng of tha Church Miaalonaiy Sociatv at 

Exatar Hall, on Thuraday, January 12th, 1856, London, 1868H) Hacant WaNIganca, Special Maatlng on Indian 

Cr»sl«, Church Missionary Racord, Now Sarias HI, 1858 

Tha Hlatory of Church Mt**lonary Soclaty, London, 188® VoHI P. 250 
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be ready to declare himself a Zilli Nabi (apostolic prophet) then the large 
number of people shall rally round him. But for this purpose, it is very 
difficult to persuade some one from the Muslim masses. If this problem is 
solved, the prophethood of such a person can flourish under the patronage 
of the Government. We have already overpowered the native governments 
by mainly pursuing a policy of seeking help from the traitors. That was a 
different stage for, at that time, the traitors were from the military point of 
view. But now when we have sway over every nook of the country and there 
is peace and order every where, we ought to undertake measures which might 
create internal unrest among the country." 

During the time the British agents were in search of loyalists, the Mirza was 
busy developing close friendship with Rev. Butler MA., a Scotch missionary head at 
Sialkot. They met frequently to hold discussions and exchange ideas on theology and 
political problems faced by the British Government in India. Butler held him in high 
esteem and openly displayed respect for him, 1 although it would have been hardly 
expected from a foreign missionary head, a scion of the ruling class. Mirza Mahmud 
Ahmad, the Mirza’s son and the head of the Qadiani community from 1914 to 1965 
gives the nature of his father’s relations with Rev. Butler in the following words: 

At that time, the Christian missionaries enjoyed an influential position in 
India. However, when the incharge missionary of Sialkot (Rev Butler) called on Hazrat 
Sahib (the Mirza) at courts at the time of his return to England, the Deputy 
Commissioner (H.E.Perkins) welcomed him and asked the purpose of his visit. His 
sole reply was that he had come exclusively to meet his (Perkins) Munshi (the Mirza). 
It proves that even his opponents admitted that he was a man of exceptional qualities 
and deserved respect. 2 

The year 1868 proved decisive for the Mirza'. Muhammad Saleh, an Arab, 
happened to come to India on some mission stated to be a political one. The political 
situation at that time was alarming due to the activities of the Wahabis. The presence 
of an Arab ‘activist’ in the strategic region of the Punjab could ensue problem for the 
British. The Punjab Police arrested him on the charges of spying and violation of 
Emigration Act. 3 H.E. Perkins, DC Sialkot Courts started investigations. The Mirza 
was employed as an interpreter of Arabic. He strongly argued and defended the British 
rule in India during his argumentation with the Arab. Through his eloquence, he 
proved his worth in the eyes of his British master. Perkins found in him a very useful 
and loyal agent who could serve the cause of the Empire if inducted for the job. Perkins 
was a freemason and member of the Lodge of Hope, Lahore. The Mirza left the job 
at Sialkot Court in 1868 without any obvious reason and settled down in Qadian. 


1. Mirza Mahmud Ahmad, S**fat-*-Ma*lh-«-M«ood, Rabwah, P. 15 

2. Min* Mahmud Ahmad 1 * Addran, Alfazal Qadian, 24 April, 1934 

3. Dr Buahami Ahmad, Mu|*dkJ-l-Aza/n, Labor* 1 838, P.42 
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Perkins ordered that the Courts should be closed as a mark of respect the day the 
Mirza left for Qadian. 1 


In 186 8, Mirza Ghulam Ahmad’s mother Chirgh Bibi alias Ghaseeti died. 
He had to depend exclusively on his father to get money to make both ends meet. He 
undertook journeys to Dalhousie and other places to attend courts. Those were very 
difficult days for him. He calmly faced all hardships and never lost sight of his sinister 
plan. The death of Mirza Ghulam Murtaza in 1876 resulted in still greater hardships 
for his sons Mirza Ghulam Qadir and Mirza Ghulam Ahmad. During his life time 
Ghulam Murtaza had usurped the share of property of Qadian which belonged to his 
collateral relatives. After his death, Ghulam Qadir retained the property. Mirza 
Ghulam Ahmad was his accomplice. An year after Ghulam Murtaza’s death (1877), 
Mirza Ghaus, the son of Mirza Qasim Beg who was a legal heir of about half of the 
ancestral estate of Qadian and had been deprived of his share by Ghulam Murtaza, 
sued in the Court. Since he knew that Mirza brothers would not agree to give his due 
share to him, he sold out his share of property to Mirza Azam Beg, an Assistant 
Commissioner in Lahore. With the financial support of Azam Beg, he won the case 
in the Punjab Chief Court, the final appellate authority in civil and criminal cases. 
Mirza brothers were left with no alternative except to make the plea in their defence 
that they were bound to follow Mughal customs and traditions and not Islamic laws 
of inheritence in transfer and sale of their ancestral property. It was a shrewd attempt 
on the part of Mirza Ghulam Qadir and Mirza Ghulam Ahmed to deprive Mirza 
Ghaus of his genuine share of property. Mirza Ghulam Ahmed, who subsequently 
claimed to be a prophet (Nabi) and a ‘champion’ of Islam, preferred to follow family 
customs and not Islamic laws to usurp the share of Mirza Ghaus’ property. According 
to traditions, Mirza Ghaus could only sell the property if he had to arrange the 
marriage of his son or had any other justifiable need. Since he was issueless and no 
other genuine need existed, he could not sell his property to others. TheCourt rejected 
their plea and decided the case in favour of Mirza Ghaus. 

The prolonged litigation pushed the Mirza family on the verge of financial 
disaster. Ghulam Qadir could not survive the humiliation and loss of property and 
died in 1883. The control of the remaining property went into the hands of his widow. 
Mirza Ghulam Ahmad had a little voice in family affairs. He was busy in carving out 
his own empire. 

Mirza Ghulam Ahmad says he led a miserable life after the death of his 
father. He was virtually a pauper and an utterly disappointed person. His elder brother 
controlled the whole property and used its income for his own well being and refused 
to give him a few rupees even to pay the subscription of a journal. Ghulam Qadir’s 
wife was equally harsh to him and looked down upon him. The wife of Mirza Ghulam 
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Ahmed, Hurmat Bibi had also a very difficult time with him as he suffered from 
ill-health, psychological abnormalities and financial distress. The treatment meted out 
to him during these formative years had a great bearing on his future life and gives an 
insight into his future claims. 

By the end of 1880, he was actively busy in compilation of his book, 
Brahin-i-Ahmadya. The death of his elder brother Mirza Ghulam Qadir in 1883 left 
the field open for him. He swiftly moved towards his desired end, the claim of 
prophethood. Feality to the British Raj and condemnation of Jehad 1 were the hall 
mark of his career. He attended to his assigned job with full devotion andhad always 
been proud of the services he rendered for the consolidation of the colonial Empire 
in India and other parts of the world. 

Conscious Impostor: Mirza Ghulam Ahmad very cleverly launched his project. To 
start with his business, he put forth some challenges and revelations claimed to have 
been received from God. Theabsurdity and incoherent nature of his utterances backed 
by his admission of suffering from mental and physical diseases like dizziness, diabetes, 
hysteria etc. forced the serious students of religion to determine his mental soundness. 
Daniel, an Indian Christian teacher visited him at Qadian and put him seven questions 
dealing with his mental processes. The Review of Religions, Qadian published a reply 
to these questions, 2 in consultation with the Mirza. The paper did not deny his mental 
and physical deviations but claimed that the Holy Prophet (p.b.o.h) had called them 
the signs of the Promised Messiah. Another Christian scholar Dr.H.D. Griswold of 
Lahore came to the conclusion that the Mirza was honest but self-deceived. 4 

At the Cairo Missionary Conference in 1906, a Christian Missionary stated: 

‘Mirza Ghulam Ahmad is now (1906) nearing seventy years of age and his 
claims to religious zeal and conviction are combined with a very large proportion of 
personal motives, and there is no doubt that he has employed fraud, if not worst means 1 
for the accomplishment of his ends.’'** 

An analysis of the Mirza’s chequered past and his claims, writings, revela- 
tions, prophecies etc. compel us to conclude that he was undoubtedly a conscious 
deceiver. He realized the Imperialist needs and employed the name of God for their 
fulfilment. The whole business was meant for self aggrandisement and to amass wealth 
and fame at the cost of religion. 

Tazkira, the Qadiani ‘Bible’ carries a lot of rubbish and absurd material 
unheard of in the history of holy men. The revelations are in Arabic, Urdu, Persian, 
English, Hebrew, Hindi and Punjabi. The language is poor, vague and incorrect. In 
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fact, a large pan of it is a hotch potch having no specific meanings. Qadianis put these 
utterances to numerous interpretations to support the prophethood of the Mina. 
Some revelations are in numerals and figures and others in an unknown language 
which the recipient himself admits not to have understood them. This mumbo jumbo 
refleas the inner feelings, emotional crises and mental retardation of the claimant. 
Since the Mirza had been affliaed with various diseases during his life time like 
hysteria, vertigo, diabetes, migraine, colic, tuberculosis, melancholia, sexual debility, 
acute and persistent dysentary etc. he developed some abnormalities in him. He was 
a mentally deranged person yet by all means a wicked and conscious impostor and 
henchman of alien powers. He was absolutely clear about his political mission. In all 
of his works the underlying theme is feality to the British, condemnation of Jehad, 
desire to see the Muslim World under Imperialist subjugation and a passion to render 
services for the consolidation of the British Empire in India. He uses an extremely 
harsh language for his critics and opponents but remains very polite and subservient 
to his alien masters. There is not a single revelation, prophecy, dream etc. which goes 
in any way against the political interests' of the British or condemns their mis-deeds as 
a colonial power. Every word that he claimed to have received from God is pro-British 
and anti-Islamic in its orientation. His God is happy over the enslavement of the 
Muslims and the economic prosperity of the Britishers. 

It has become manifestly clear on the basis of solid evidences that Ahmadya 
movement owes its origin to Imperialist and Jewish backings. Jewish influence and 
their money coupled with the secret ecclasiastical funds of the British Government 
watered the Ahmadya sapling to grow into a big tree. They employed a surrogate to 
launch this subversive movement to fulfill their Imperialist ends and to create a schism 
in the body politic of Islam by striking at the unity of Muslim world. 

Magnum Opus : Around theyear 1872, Mirza Ghulam Ahmad started sending articles 
in Indian newspapers and journals to introduce himself as a champion of Islam. He, 
afterwards entered into aaive discussions with the Arya, Brahmo and Deva Samaj 
leaders on the issue of transmigration of souls, philosphy of Vedas, etc. Hewas creating 
the impression of his being a defender of Islam. By 1879, he engaged himself in 
compiling a book entitled Bmh in - e-A hm adya. The first four volumes of the book were 
published by 1884. On his repeated requests many well-to-do Muslims specially Syed 
Muhammad Hasan, Dewan State of Patiala, 1 Nawab of Bhopal, Motvi Chiragh Ali of 
Hyderabad Deccan, Nawab Ali Muhammad Khan of Ludhiana and Sardar Ghulam 
Muhammad Rais of Wah donated a good amount of money for the publication of the 
book? 


2 


Khalifa Syed Muhammad Hassan, Dewan of Patiala State was a confidant of the British. He also enjoyed 
confidence of the Council of Regency which administered the affair of this loyal State of Punjab. He extended 
moral and great financial support to the Mirza in launching his book, in 1884, the Mirza went to Patiala and was 
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was Introduced to 3-member Council of Regency headed by Sardar Dewa Singh. The Mirza paid a third visit (o 
the State In October 1 80 1 after his claim of Messaihshlp. Some suspect that the Khalifa served as a (Ink between* 
ths British and the Mirza In securing funds for his sinister plans (See Mlsbahuddln, Khatamul Nabisen, 
Rawalpindi, 1B73) 
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The first volume of the book carries two Persian poems and a lengthy 
announcement in which it had been claimed that if any one would dare to refute his 
arguments in favour of Islam he would be committed to pay him Rs.10,000 as a reward. 
It was a tall and absurd claim as his son Mirza Bashir Ahmad later remarked that he 
could advance not a single argument in favour of Islam. 1 

He launched this book from a commercial point of view and to establish his 
‘Islamic’ credentials. The price of the book was announced to be Rs.5 but it was 
doubled afterwards and then raised to Rs.25. He wanted to fix a price at Rs.100 but 
subsequently dropped the idea. Appeals were made to the Muslims of India to send 
advance payments. It was promised to bring fifty volumes of the book but he could 
only publish five volumes, first four until 1884 and the fifth one after a lapse of 23 
years which appeared after his death in 1908. 2 

Bmhin-e-Ahmadya carries a large number of his interesting revelations, 
visions and inspirations. He used this stuff as a raw material with a view to realizing 
his nefarious religo-political designs. In fact, he laid claim to prophethood from the 
start in a concealed manner. 3 Neither the time was ripe nor could he invite the WTath 
of Indian Muslims at the initial stage of the Ahmadya drama. 

In volume III of the book he eloquently praised the British rule and 
introduced his family as the most sincere and loyal servants of British Imperislism. He 
emphatically claimed to be a recipient of divine revelations and declared that Jehad 
had been forbidden by God against the British Government. He also put forth a 
proposal that the Anjuman-i-Islam, Lahore, (a private body devoted to the cause of 
Islam) and its branches should acquire fatwas (religious decrees) against Jehad from 
all prominent ulema of India and get them published in a book under the caption A 
Bunch of Letters From The Ulema of India for wider distribution in the Punjab, 
especially in the North West of India, in order to rebut Dr Hunter’s charges made in 
his book, Indian Musalmans and to root out the belief of Jehad from the hearts of 
warring Muslims. 4 

The Muslims of India suspected the intention of the Mirza and reacted 
sharply over his writings carrying praise for the British rule in India and his aspiration 
for its establishment in other parts of the Muslim world. In volume IV of his book he 
confessed that many persons had strongly objected to and even rubuked him for his 
advocacy of the British rule in India. 5 However since he had been motivated by the 
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inductions of the Holy Quran and the sayings of the Prophet (p.b.o.h) he could not 
change his mind, he argued. 

The book received some appreciation from certain quarters because it was 
wrongly taken as an attempt to defend Islam in its own way by a claimant of Islamic 
revivalism. However cautious Muslim scholars came out with their apprehensions 
concerning the religious claims of Mirza Ghulam Ahmad. They believed him a 
hypocrite and salanderer working on a political mission. 

After publication of the book, he attended to his private life. He had enough 
money to live a lavish life. Some of his close associates objected to it. They deplored 
that their hard earned and miserly saved money given for the ‘propagation of Islam’ 
had been spent on purchasing the jewellery of the Mirza’s wife. 1 Such solitary voices 
were stifled. 

In 1884, at the age of 50, he thought of his second marriage. He had two 
sons: Mirza Sultan Ahmad and Mirza Fazal Ahmad from his first wife. Although he 
lamented over his badhealth and suffered from many chronic diseases like tuber- 
culosis, diabetes and migraine, and had claimed to lose all interest in the other sex, 
he announced to have received a revelation of a second marriage with Khadijd? On 
17 November, 1884 the mariage was celebrated with Nusrat Jehan, the daughter of 
Mir Nasar Nawab, a petty clerk in Irrigation Deparment, Lahore, who opposed the 
Mirza for a long time when he made tall religious claims. The Mirza also yearned for 
the third marriage but was so much bogged down in Muhammadi Begum love scandal 
that he could not pursue the idea further. 

In 1885, Mirza Ghulam Ahmad claimed to be a mujaddid and a reformer of 
the age. The next year he went to Hoshiarpur to go into retreat at some solitary place 
for 40 days. Having completed this period, he published an announcement of 20 
February, 1886 that a handsome and pure boy would be bestowed on him. His name 
would be Emmanuel and Bashir. He would be the manifestation of the First and the 
Last, a manifestation of the True and the High, as if Allah had descended from 
Heaven. His son, Mirza (Bashirduddin) Mahmud Ahmad, subsequently claimed to be 
the Promised son, the Musleh Maood in 1944 through an absurd interpretation of the 
Mirza’s vague writings and by dint of his own revelations. 

On 1st December, 1888, the Mirza announced that God had commanded 
him to accept bayat (oath of allegiance) and form a Jamat (Organisation). The bayat 
form meant to induct a new member gave ten conditions for entering into Ahmadya 
Jamaat. Of these, the fourth condition, although general in nature, made it imperative 
on every Ahmadi to be loyal to the British Government. He formally took bait on 23 
March, 1889 at Ludhiana. 
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Mirza Mahmud throws light on the significance of fourth condition of 
induction into the Jamaat : 


‘From its very birth this community has been loyal to the Government and 
its members have avoided every kind of disorder and distu/bance. The Holy Founder 
of the movement has laid it down as one of fundamental conditions of initiation into 
the movement that every member must render perfect obedience to the Governments 
established by law and should eschew all paths leading to revolt. In obedience to this 
injunction, the members of this community have ever kept aloof from all kinds of 
agitation and connection and have also exercised a restraining influence upon a large 
number of other people.’ 1 

More Loyal Than the King : The Mirza regarded the British rule in India as a great 
blessing of God. He exhorted his followers to extend ail cooperation to them as in that 
lay their salvation and pleasure of God. To fire cannons and sway arms were regarded 
as exclusive privileges of the British Imperialists and waging tongues in useless 
theological controversies and scratching pen was the duty of Muslims of the world. 

He says, "By far the greatest part of my life has been spent in preaching 
loyality to the British Governement. I have written so many books denouncing Jehad 
and preaching loyality to the British Government, that they would fill fifty almirahs if 
put together." 2 

In another book he puts the question : 

And I again ask "Have my detractors among Muslims any thing to their credit 
like the enthusiasm and constancy with which I have been helping Government and 
the cause of peace and fighting the Jehadist mentality all these seventeen years(1881- 
1898)" ? 3 

The official organ of Qadianism, the Review of Religions, Qadian, gives the 
services the Mirza rendered for the British colonialism in a vivid manner. The writings 
of the founder of Jamaat-e-Ahmadya’, says the paper ‘have been highly appreciated 
by great diplomats and statesmen of the Government.’ 

Sir Fredrick Cunningham, Commissioner and Superintendent of Peshawar 
District wrote in 1900 to the Mirza : 


"So far as I can judge, it appears to be a just and enlighened exposition of 
the doctrine of Islam,and is equally creditable to your learning and judgement. I have 
no doubt such a statement from a teacher of your reputation will be welcomed by all 
good Muhammadans as a vindication of their faith and as proof that Islam does not 
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countenance crimes which ignorant and wicked men may commit under the cloak of 
religion. I shall be glad to see your Rasala and Fatwa widely distributed in Frontier 
districts." 1 

Similarly, Prof. Toy of American University, Beirut, wrote an article under 
the caption Islamic Danger in which he appreciated the influence exerted by the 
Ahmadya movement on the thoughts of common Muslims. 2 

Jubilee Celebrations : Mirza Ghulam Ahmad availed every opportunity to prove his 
loyalty to the British colonialists. To celebrate the Diamond Jubilee of his god mother, 
Queen Victoria, he arranged a special meeting on 20 June , 1897 at Qadian. The 
Qadiani elders delivered speeches in 6 languages and explained the blessings of the 
Raj. Prayers were offered for the long life and prosperity of the Queen and continua- 
tion of her ‘glorious’ rule in India. Poor people of the town were entertained; streets, 
mosques and houses were all lit. Congratulatory telegram was sent to Lord Elgin, the 
Viceroy of India on 20 June. A beautifully bound copy of the book: Tohfa-e-Qaisarya 
(A Present to the Queen) was sent to Queen Victoria through the Deputy Commis- 
sioner in commemoration of that auspicious occasion. Copies of the book were also 
sent to the Viceroy and Lt. Governor of the Punjab 3 

In his present to the Queen, he in a humble way gave a short background 
note explaining the political services of his family in 1857 and post-Mutiny period till 
he took up the ‘stupendous’ task of serving the cause of the Empire. He then 
enumerated his services and posed himself as a well-wisher, a lick-spittle and an 
extremely loyal servant of the British Empire. He eagerly awaited an acknowledgment 
from the Queen and when she conferred her recognition on him, he was overjoyed 
and expressed his utmost thanks for her act of gratitude 4 

The day of Queen Victoria’s Diamond Jubilee, brought a wave of indigna- 
tion for the British colonialists in India. On the evening of the Jubilee Day, two 
Europeans, Mr.Rand of the Indian Civil Service and LtAyerst, on their way home 
from a reception at Government House, were shot dead by a Hindu Brahmin. It was 
a political assassination and an extreme way to express resentment against the British 
rule in India. 

Queen Victoria died on 22 January, 1901. Mirza Ghulam Ahmad was deeply 
grieved at the death of his god mother. He sent the following telegram to the British 
Government: 
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‘1, with my followers, beg to express our deep sorrow on the great loss 
occassioned to the Empire by the death of Her Gracious Majesty, the 
Empress of India.’ 1 

Spy ‘Prophet’ : It is nauseating to go through the writings of the Mirza for he 
panegyrised the British Imperialism and undoubtedly posed himself a sycophant and 
a suppliant whenever he happened to speak of the British. 2 He even goes so far as to 
take upon himself the role of a British spy by offering his political services to the 
Government to expose those religious leaders of India who believed British India was 
daralharb (abode of war) and, therefore, considered Jehad an indispensable necessity. 
They, in accordance with the Islamic Law, believed that only Zuhar prayer could be 
offered instead of special prayer on Fridays in dar-ur-harb. To expose those ‘hidden 
enemies of the British’, he on 1st January, 1896 published a letter suggesting that 
Friday should be declared a closed day and circulated it to the leading Muslim ulema 
for their endorsement. He made it clear in the footnote of the letter that those ulema 
who would not sign the decree would prove themselves anti-Govemment and enemies 
of the British. 3 

The spy ‘prophet’ also submitted a petition to the Governor General of India 
offering his services to expose the ‘ill wishers of Godrsent British Government’ and 
earnestly declared that in the ‘Khutba* (sermon) of the Friday prayer, the blessings of 
the British Raj should be narrated by the ulema. It was submitted that a list of ‘anti- 
British, foolish and rebel ulema of India prepared by Qadiani (intelligence) sources 
could be given to the Government if it so desired. It could be kept as a state secret by 
the wise Government for future action’, the Mirza emphasized. He also gave specimen 
of a proforma to record the name of such anti-British ulema. It carried the columns of 
name, place, remarks, etc. 4 

Besides his spy work, he engaged the ulema in useless theological controver- 
sies in a very clever way. He used an abusive and provocative language against them 
and resorted to their character assassination After launching a crusade against the 
Jehadist ulema who had been fighting against the British Imperialists in India, he 
entered into an open conflict with Hindu and Christian religious leaders to push up 
the communal frenzy in accordance with the British policy of ‘divide and rule’. 

By cleverly engaging the ulema in theological discussions he succeeded in 
diverting their target of attack from the British Imperialism to Ahmadya Heresy. He 
predicted death and humiliation for his opponents and when his prophecies proved 
false he gave far-fetched and absurd interpretations to those utterances. He always cut 
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a sorry figure. An outstanding feature of his character was shameless insistence on 
fulfillment of his eveiy prophecy. By any standard of judgment it can be safely said 
that even Jeane Dixon predicts far better than him. She is accurate in most of her 
statements. The Mirza’s oft-repeated prophecies, the mainstay of his prophethood, 
dwelt at length on his financial gains, receiving money orders, gifts and subscriptions, 
on the humilation and death of his enemies, and on his success in the field oflitigation. 1 

One of his interesting prophecies related to his ‘marriage’ with Muhammadi 
Begum, a beautiful and attractive girl and his near relative. It was prophecised that 
she would ultimately become his bride. But it could not happen. He predicted death 
for any person who would dare to marry her. He called her a heavenly bride in his 
prophecies. Despite all techniques of blackmail, intimidation and persuation, her 
father did not succumb to the Mirza’s wishes. This scandal afforded an excuse to his 
Hindu and Christian opponents to hurl attacks on the pious life of our Holy Prophet 
(p.b.o.h) in a discreet manner as the Mirza claimed to be an incarnation (Zill) of the 
Prophet (p.b.o.h) and a champion of Islam. Muhammadi Begum was married to Mirza 
Sultan Muhammad during the Mirza’s life time. 

Subtle Patronage : Promotion of religious differences was part of the Imperialist 
policy. It divided the Indian society into scores of small warring groups. The British 
Secret Service encourged its agents to put forth scurrilous and provocative literature 
to widen the differences among different religious entities. Religious adventurists used 
the press liberally to launch their attacks on their opponents and to engage them in 
futile religious controversies. In 1886, the Government registered the publication of 
8,963 periodicals in India out of which 1,485 were in Urdu, 1,352 in Bengali, 843 in 
Hindi, 679 in English and rest of them in other languages. 2 Most of them were engaged 
in theological discussions. 

Mirza Ghulam Ahmad entered into religious controversies with Christian 
and Hindu religious leaders in a peculiar way. He threw challenges of prayer duels, 
put out revelations in their condemnation and used abusive language to provoke them 
to retaliate against him. His crusade resulted in the appearance of many slanderous 
works against Islam. 3 t 

The Punjab Government closely watched the religious controversies ranging 
in the Punjab among different groups and sects. Mirza Ghulam Ahmad’s activities in 
promoting religious antagonism were particularly reported to the higher British 
officials. In 1893, he entered into a religious controversy with Rev.Hewy Martin Clark, 
a medical missionary in-charge of Amritsar District. As a result of it, a debate took 
place at Amritsar between the Mirza and Abdullah Athim, a Muslim convert to 
Christianity and the former Extra Assistant Commissioner, Sialkot. In the proceedings 
of the Home Department Government of the Punjab the details of a seriesof meetings 
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have been given which were held in order to ‘discuss religious topics cQnceming 
Mohammadans and Christians.’ The speakers on the side of the latter were Mr Ab- 
dullah Athim and Rev. Henry Martin Clark and other side was represented by Mirza 
Ghulam Ahmad of Qadian. The contest lasted for a fortnight without any material 
result in favour of either party. The Mirza, however, threatened the speakers of the 
opposite faith with premature death within fifteen months, as a punishment revealed 
to him by God in a dream failing which he consented to be disgraced and hanged for 
having persisted in upholding falsehood. 1 

The deadline of fifteen months ended on 4 September, 1894. Athim did not 
die. Christian missionaries jeered at Ahmadis and condemned the Qadiani impostor. 
The Mirza shamelessly insisted on the fulfilment of his prophecy stating that Athim 
had saved himself by turning towards the truth. 

The Civil & Military Gazette, Lahore under the heading-^! Dangerous Fanatic 
wrote: "There is a well-known fanatic in the Punjab, he is now, we believe, in the 
Gurdaspur district, who calls himself Musalman and also the Messiah. His prophecies 
regarding the death of a native Christian gentleman in Amritsar kept up an excitement 
in the city for some months; but fortunately his utterances were so badly charged that 
they have hung fire miserably-and the doomed is still alive. A fanatical vision of this 
sort is doubtless under the surveillance of the Police. Whenever he preaches abroad 
serious disturbances of the peace are imminent, for he has a numerous following who 
are only less fanatical than himself. 

Of course no political danger can be apprehended from the vain imaginings 
of such man; but there is method in his madness. He has undoubted literary ability 
and his writings are voluminous and learned; all the elements present for forming a 
dangerous rallying point, of course among the Orthodox he is anathemd morantha. 
His fame has spread as far as even as distant Madras." 2 

Like Athim, the Mirza entered into a controversy with an Aiya Samajist, 
Pandit Lekh Ram Peshawari, a retired police official. He predicted that Lekh Ram 
would die by February, 1898. He was described as a molten calf. Lekhram was later 
on mysteriously murdered at Lahore on 6 March, 1897. It generated a good deal of 
communal tension in the Punjab. The Mirza took advantage of the situation to 
emphasize his claim. 

Lala Lajpat Rai, an Arya Samaj leader states : 

"The assassination of Lekhram in March, 1897 is a memorable event in the 
history of Arya Samaj. He was a zealous Arya Samajist, devotee of Swami Dayanand. 
The Pritinidhi Sabah paid him some thing for subsistence. He was boorish. He was 
cremeted in Lahore. A Committee was appointed for tracing the assassin, and work 
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Instructions Punjab to the Chief Secretary to the Government of Punjab, No 4S7 dated 22 Febrtwy 1®94, India 
Office Library, London. ' 

2. The CMI & Military Garotte, 24 October, 1 894 



An Outgrowth Of Imperialism 24 

for the Committee was entrusted to Lajpat. The police and the Samaj each appointed 
its own agents for finding out the culprit, but Musalmans foiled all their plans. Two 
or three persons were arrested, but all of them were let off because none was identified. 
People were firmly convinced and there was good reason for the conviction that the 
sympathies of the Lahore Muslims were with the assassin, and the assassination was 
the result of the big conspiracy in which some of the Moulvies and Muslim Raises of 
Lahore had a part and they gave shelter to the assassin and helped him make good 
for his escape." 1 

Managed Show : Dr Henry Martin Clark, the patron of Athim charged MirzaGhu lam 
Ahmad under section 30? on 1st August, 1897 in the Court of District Magistrate, 
Amritsar. He stated that the Mirza had sent Abdul Hamid to murder him. The case 
was later transferred to the Court of District Magistrate, Gurdaspur as it fell under 
his jurisdiction. During the proceedings, the Police prevailed upon Abdul Hamid to 
change his earlier statement in favour of Mirza Ghulam Ahmad. The basis of the case 
was shaken. No further legal action could be taken against the Mirza. It was a managed 
show. The British watched the proceedings with interest. Col Douglus, District 
Magistrate Gurdaspur, subsequently told A.R. Dard that the case was watched by the 
Punjab Government. 2 

Dr Clark’s case helped to dispel the commonly held belief that the Mirza 
had employed agents to murder his opponents to fulfil his prophecies. He continued 
to throw challenges of prayer duels to his enemies and prophecised their humiliation 
and death till he was ordered by the Punjab Government on 24 February, 1899 to 
refrain from publishing any prediction involving the disgrace of any person and 
representing him as the object of Divine wrath. The order was meant to check the 
heat generated by the religious frenzy and to appease his apponents who were the 
followers of Muhammad Hussain Batalvi. There was no change in the British polity. 
It was a stop gap measure. Mirza, the loyal agent of the British Empire, faithfully 
obeyed the order. He did not utter a word quite sometime. Had he been sent by God 
and had He revealed His will to him he would not have kept mum. This proves that 
the Qadiani danced to the tune of his British masters. He was the mouthpiece of 
Imperialism and had no divine mission except to fulfil the political designs of the 
British colonialists. 

Memorial : At the close of 19th century, the Christian missionaries and Arya Samjists 
opened a flood gate of vile attacks on Islam. They found an excuse in scurrilous attacks 
which the Mirza made on their leaders through his writings and prophecies. The secret 
hand of the British bureaucracy played a crucial role to aggravate the situation. 

Dr Ahmad Shah, an apostate lived in London. The British planted him as 
Medical Officer in Ladakh before he settled in Britain. He wrote a book attacking the 
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pious wives of the Holy Prophet (p.b.o.h). The British intelligence managed to get this 
book published at RP Mission Press, Gujranwala, Punjab. One thousand copies of the 
book entitled Vmhat-ul-Mominin were distributed freely to injure the susceptibilities 
of the Muslims and create hatred among Christian and Muslim communities of India. 

Th e Anjuman-i-Wmayat-i-Islam, Lahore, sent a memorial to the Govern- 
ment on 26 April, 1898 demanding that the book should be confiscated. 1 The Mirza 
also sent a memorial on 4 May, 1898 requesting the Government that the book should 
not be proscribed. He argued that a reply to the book should instead be prepared. He 
criticized the Anjuman’s move and asked the Government to ignore the said 
memorial. 2 

Religious frenzy continued to grow in India. The religious leaders ignored 
all norms of decency to launch abusive attacks on the persons of their rivals and their 
beliefs. In that charged atmosphere, the Mirza sent another memorial to Lord Elgin, 
the Viceroy of India in October, 1898. He proposed a code of ethics for the 
controvertialists to curtail the use of abusive language in religious controversies by 
bringing them under the purview of law. 3 He apprehended that too much heat 
generated by religious controversies would pose a danger to the benign rule of the 
British Government and might lead to political unrest. The vile and abusive writings 
could provoke Muslim fanatics to take up arms against the British rule like that of 
1857 upheaval. The memorial was meant to check political upsurge and to suggest the 
Imperialist masters to review their policy of neutrality in religious matters in the light 
of emerging political realities. The proposal was given out of sheer loyalty and love 
for the British masters but the British Government rejected the Mirza’s proposal and 
did not take any action on it. 

AR Dard throws light on the political significance of Mirza Ghulam Ahmad’s 

move : 

‘It was also in the interest of the Government to take up the suggestion. 
Political malcontents were taking advantage of religious conflicts to excite the people 
gainst the Government. It was the perception of this which led the Government to 
- pass Sedition Act of 1897. But in spite of that enactment the country continued to drift 
rfrom law abidingness towards dissatisfaction. The law, in fact, was not productive of 
[ toy great consequence, because India is permanently a land of religions and its people 
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are prone to be more quickly excited over religious questions than over questions of 
politics. The Sedition Act 1897 made no prevention of religious quarrels and at the 
time it was passed, the Government did not perceive the necessity of any such 
provision.’ 1 

Mirza Ghulam Ahmad gave an interesting explanation of his vile and filthy 
language he consistently used against Christian clergy and Christianity. He justified 
his anti-Christian stance and attacks on the person of Jesus Christ by saying that his 
indecent writings served to pacify hot-headed Muslims. They felt satisfied after reading 
such harsh and scurrilous writings and changed their vindictive mood which otherwise 
could have been dangerous for the peace of the country. Secondly, he maintained that 
anti-Christian writings would have a political value in Muslim countries. After reading 
such works, the Muslims appreciate the religious policy of the British Government 
and had a feeling of love for them. 2 They also thought that the British were favourably 
inclined towards Muslims and their rule posed no danger to Islam. To this end in view, 
bulk of Qadiani literature was sent to Muslim countries for the sake of Imperialist 
propaganda. 

The Mirza dared not suggest that Christian missions had their roots in 
imperial expansion, that so long as Imperialism endured, its missionary adjuncts must 
remain, and that Antichrist could not die while Imperialism lived. He blessed 
Imperialism and cursed its child. He swallowed the camel and strained at the gnat. 3 

In response to Mirza Ghulam Ahmad’s abusive writings and disgraceful 
prophetic utterances, a class of Muslim ulema planned to pay him in the same coin. 4 
That brought him further notoriety, yet their counter offensive forced him to seek the 
protection of law against the Molvis who stood in his way. He, in fact, wanted to 
inveigle Government into a partisan alliance as his prophethood lacked stamina to 
fight its way through opposition and could not take its chance unaided. He had not 
the faith that could spring from a righteous cause. He was afraid of the struggle for 
existence that thinned out misfits. He knew that his prophethood could not weather 
the storm. That is why he knelt before the British and supplicated for support. He 
wanted England to look upon his prophethood as her adoptive and spoon-fed child. 5 
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POLITICS OF RELIGIOUS 
CLAIMS 

The Mirza’s whole business was sheer politics. It had nothing to do with the 
revival of Islam. He was a British agent and an arch enemy of the unity of Muslims.The 
claims of Mujaddid, Madhi, Promised Messiah, Nabi, Rasul, and Krishna Avatar-all 
carried political tags. We start by examining his claim of Mahdi in order to give the 
nature of his political business. 

Mahdi : According to the traditions, the Mahdi is a guided person who will establish 
caliphate after the pattern of the prophethood and will fill the earth with justice after 
these had been disloged and disrupted. He will be a warrior and a great soldier of 
Islam. From time to time many religious adventurers made use of the title of Mahdi 
to further their political designs. The Babi movement in Iran and the Qadiani 
movement in India made best use of it for the achievement of their political ends. The 
idea of the Mahdi found a high place at the time the Muslim political power decayed. 
It was used to restore confidence and keep hope alive. It was expected that the Mahdi 
would restore the past glory and lead the world of Islam to a happy end. 

The Mirza claimed to be a Mahdi in 1891. He announced that in his person 
the prophecies relating to Mahdi had been fulfilled. But the warrior aspect of Mahdi 
made him tremble with fear. He called himself pacifist Mahdi who had come to stop 
wars. He took pains to make it clear to the British and the Muslims of the world that 
the victories predicted of Mahdi were victories of peace and not of war. In his books, 
he accused the Muslims of nourishing hopes for a bloody Mahdi, a killer of non-Mus- 
lims, Jews and Christians. 1 No such Mahdi could come who would wage Jehad. He 
could only be a propagandist, not a soldier. The fight against the British was out of 
question, whether it be in India or elsewhere in the Muslim world. 

At the close of 19th century, the colonial powers had been scrambling for 
colonies in Asia and Africa. The French Imperialists occupied Tunisia, and the British 
took Egypt. British interference in the affairs of Egypt began in 1875 when Disraeli 
negotiated the purchase of shares in the Suez canal. They continued ‘peaceful 
penetration’ over the next decade. The Khediv Ismail of Egypt endeavoured to get rid 
of the colonial yoke but failed. 

In 1879, a revolt in the Egyptian army was suppressed. Two years later 
colonel Ahmed Arabi, with the support of some army officers and religious leaders 
took arms against the British interference in Egyptian affairs. On 11-12 June there 
was rioting in Alexandria. A month after British Admiral Fredrick Beauchamp began 
what Wolseley later called ‘that silly and criminal bombardment of Alexanderia’. In 
London, Gladestone Ministry decided to send an army to destroy Arabi’s rivar of 
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liberation’. In September, 1882 Wolseley, the Adjutant General of the Army met a 
tough resistance at the battle of Tal-e-Kabir about halfway between the Suez canal 
and Cairo. However, the British forces carried the day and Arabi was transported to 
Sycheiles. In J883, Britain secured control of Egypt and continued its colonial 
occupation despite the fact that it was part of the Turkish Empire. 

During the Arabi’s anti-imperialist uprising, there arose in Sudan a religious 
leader A1 Mahdi (Mohammad Ahmad). He did what no one else before him had been 
able to do. He united the tribes and inflicted series of defeats on Egyptian troops sent 
to capture him. Soon the dervishes of the Mahdi of Sudan got complete control of all 
the Sudan, West of Nile. 1 

In 1883, Hicks marched off into the desert to fight against the dervishes with 
his 10,000 men. The Mahdi forces moved by the spirit of Jehad, completely wiped out 
thewhole army of 10,000 men, Britain was horrified and astonished. Lord Fitzmaurice 
told the House of Lords that there had not been such a complete destruction of so 
large an army since Pharaoh’s host perished in the Red Sea. 2 A large number of 
Sudanese and Muslims of Arab countries believed him the real Mahdi whose advent 
was foretold by the Holy Prophet (p.b.o.h). 

The British Imperialists chose Charles Gordon to fight against the der- 
vishes. Gordon had made a name in China where he crushed the Taiping Rebellion 
of a Chinese religious leader who claimed to be the Prophet of God, the son of God, 
the Tien wang, the celestial king and the younger brother of Jesus. He, like the Mirza, 
failed in his academic career and turned towards politics. In 1864, Gordon captured 
Nankin and crushed the ‘Christ’s uprising’. 

‘In the face of mounting military pressure from the Mahdi forces, Gordon 
withdrew garrisons but himself held on in Khartoum against the British orders until 
in 1885 the city was conquered by the followers of the Mahdi of Sudan. He was killed 
by the dervishes. Queen Victoria had been insisting that Indian troops might be moved 
from Aden to save Gordon. The famous English poet Lord Tennyson wrote a poem 
about Gordon and the British press called him a ‘soldier saint’. Redvers Buller, 
however, said, the ‘man was not worth the camels’. 3 

The British forces could never conquer Muhammad Ahmad A1 Mahdi of 
Sudan. In 18%, after a period of ten years, Kitchner started his expedition to forcibly 
bring the Sudan under the Imperialist control. The Mahdi’s Khalifa was defeated after 
a great bloodshed and was killed a year later. Kitchner destroyed the tomb of the 
Mahdi. His bones were thrown into the Nile and his skull was proposed to be sent to 
the Royal College of Surgeons to be exhibited with Napoleon’s intestines. Later on, 
the skull was secretly hurried during the darkness of night at Wadi Haifa. 


1. The Mahdya was not an episode or Interlude In Egyptian or British history but was an autonomous historical 
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The Mahdi’s war of liberation in Sudan excited dangerous fomentation in 
Arabia and Syria. The Muslims of India also felt satisfied at the humiliating defeats 
of the British forces. They revered and respected Mahdi of Sudan, sent him letters 
and looked to him as a saviour of nations. It was also a common belief in India that 
the Mahdi of Sudan might conquer the whole of Africa and ultimately India, liberating 
the Muslims from foreign clutches. 1 

At the time, the movement of the Mahdi of Sudan was in full swing, the 
Mirzawas condemning Jehad and sending bulk of literature to Africa to portray British 
Imperialism in the brightest colours. 2 In his book, the True Nature of Maltdi? he 
sharply condemned a ‘ghazi’ and ‘bloody Mahdi’ and claimed that for the last 20 years 
(1879-1899) he preached against the concept of Jehad by disseminating anti-jehad 
literature in Arab countries particularly in Turkey, Syria, Kabul etc., and exposed the 
idea of coming of a bloody Mahdi and Messiah. By appending an 18-page supplement 
to his book in Arabic and Persian he called on the Muslims of Arab lands to accept 
his claim of Mahdi, stop waging wars in the name of Jehad and inculcate a deep sense 
of gratitude for the British Government. In another book a Present to Queen Victoria 
he mentions: 

"After the death of my father and brother I led a retired life. But, neverthe- 
less, I have been employing my pen in the service of British Government. In all the 
works that I have written, I have preached loyality to, and sympathy with the British 
Government. 1 have made effective speeches against Jehad. I wrote books in Arabic 
and Persian costing me thousands of rupees (Italics added). All those books were 
disseminated in Arabia, Syria, Turkey, Egypt, Baghdad and Afghanistan. I am sure 
they will bear fruit some day... I wrote many works out of sincere loyality to the British 
Government, otherwise I had little to gain by sendingthem in Arabia, Syria and Islamic 
world." 

Will Ahmadis throw light on the objective implied in publishing pro-British 
literature by spending thousands of rupees from one’s own pocket? Where did 
thousands of rupees (presently valued in millions) come from? In 1898, the Mirza, in 
an Income Tax case, declared his total annual income not more than Rs.700 on the 
basis of which T.T. Dixon, Collector, District Gurdaspur, exempted him from Income 
Tax. The Mirza called it a ‘heavenly sign’. 6 How could he manage to spend thousands 
of rupees for the British colonial propaganda crusade? The answer is quite simple. 
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There were secret eccelestical funds at the disposal of British intelligence agencies to 
support this vicious game of politics. Freemasons and Jews also provided money to 
him to compile and carry out propagada campaign in support of the British in India 
and abroad. The Miiza also explains that he had been sending some gentle Arabs to 
Islamic countries with this literature. Those trained spies of Qadian Intelligence 
Agency maintained dose links with anti-Islamic forces and mostly worked in the garb 
of missionaries. Ghulam Nabi (Qadiani), Abdul Rahman (Misri), Abdul Hay Arab 2 3 
and Shah Waliullah were despatched to Egypt at the close of 19th century for 
subversive purposes. Their services were placed at the disposal of British Intelligence 
at Cairo. 

There is another important question that comes to our mind. The Mirza 
claimed that Jehad was not lawful in British India. But why did he delclare it totally 
unlawful and forbidden for rest oCihe Islamic world where the Muslims were fighting 
a hard battle of existence against the European Imperialism. Was it not a calculated 
policy to sabotage the struggle movements of the Muslim world for the sake of 
Imperialist powers and their Jewish collaborators? 

Messiah for Jew : At the time of compiling the ‘Brahin { 1880), the Mirza believed that 
Jesus was alive and would descend from heavens. For eleven years he professed the 
same belief, though he claimed to be the recipient of revelation, an Imam, and a 
Muhaddith (Zilli or Apostolic Nabi). It is very interesting that for 11 years (1880-1 891) 
he could not understand the meaning of his own revelations. Equally, for another 1 1. 
years (1890-1901) he was not able to understand his claim of prophethood. God spoke 
to him hundreds of times and revelations poured on him like incessant rain designating 
him a ‘nabi’ and a ‘rasul’, as he claims, but he kept on calling himself only a Muhaddith 
in utter disregard of God’s commandments. How stupid he was ! Nay v political 
expediencies of his Imperialist-Jewish wire-pullers made him perform acrobatic feats 
of theology. 

In 1891, he proclaimed himself to be the Promised Messiah through one of 
his revelations and announced the natural death of Jesus Christ in his books Fateh 
Islam? Tauzih-e-Mara/n and Azala- e-Auham (1891). He argued that the second 
advent of Jesus Christ was in fact a coming of another person who could have the 
spiritual characteristics of Jesus Christ. He held that Jesus did not die on the cross, 
but escaped and came to India in order to preach to the descendant of the ‘lost ten 
Tribes’ in Afghanistan and Kashmir. Subsequently, he announced that the ‘tomb’ of 
Jesus had also been discovered in Srinagar, Kashmir 4 
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Ghulam Raaul Mehr, safamam«-i-HlJai, Karachi, 1984 P.78) 

3. In the Government of the Punjab. Home Department Proceedings March 189?, India Office Ubrary London, it 
Is stated : Fatah-Mslam’s author Mirza Ghulam Ahmad of Qadian announced to the world that he had been sen! 
by God to ameliorate the conditions of the mankind, and that in the spiritual power, morality and nature he is 
like Jesus Christ, and calls on the public to follow him*. 

4 . Mirza Ghulam Ahmad, Masih Hindustan Mein, Qadian, 1899, P.3 
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It is necessary to discuss here the belief of the second coming of Jesus Christ, 
the son of Mary, in contrast to the idea of Promised Messiah which had a long and 
peculiar significance in Judaism. 

The word Messiah is of Hebrew origin which means an ‘anointed one’. It 
was applied to every King and high priest because before entering upon their office, 
these men had been consecrated by the oil poured upon their heads. When the Jews 
were under the Persians they began to dream of the day when the-descendants of 
David would reappear and an anointed King would once more sit upon the throne of 
Israel. Subsequently the Jews changed the idea about a Messiah in two'different ways 
when they were ruled by the Romans. The majority of the Jewish people looked for 
the appearance of a mighty warrior who, though he was not of the Davidic family, 
would lead them against their enemies, destroy Rome, free the Jews and establish a 
reign of justice, plenty and peace. But there was another smaller group who thought 
of the Messiah as more than a human being, unaided by ordinary weapons, would 
conquer the pagans, and cause the Jews and Judaism to triumph. In the Book of Enoch, 
written during the first century AD, the author speaks of a supernatural being, who 
awaited a signal from God in order to go down to earth and free humainty from sin, 

; injustice and oppression. 

[i God sent Jesus Chrjst to redeem the Jews from the predicament they were 

k in, but they manoeuvred to'crucify’ him with the help of Pontius Pilate, Roman 
I Governor of Judea, and condemned him as false Messiah. They continued to cherish 
I' the hope of seeing the Promised Messiah ruling over the world of Israel even after 
| the advent of Islam. In the Holy Quran and the Traditions, it is mentioned that God 
I" saved Jesus, the son of Mary from murder or crucifixion and raised him up towards 
L Him. He would descend in the Last Days as a living sign for Jews and Christians. He 
| will be a follower of Islam. There is no reference to a Promised Messiah or Masil 
| Masih (Messiah-like man). It has been made amply clear that Jesus, the son of Mary 
and no one else would come in latter days . 1 The Mirza tried to prove from the Holy 
Quran that Jesus was dead. On the contrary he claimed that the coming of Jesus Christ 
referred to in the Hadith was only a Christ incarnate. It may be made clear that it was 
, not on the authority of Hadith that he pushed the claim of his Messiahship, rather it 
; was his own revelation which ‘forced’ him to proclaim this office. The Hadith had a 
■ secondary position for him and he quoted it just in support of his revelation which was 
. binding on him and his followers. 

t : Any how, the advent of Jesus Christ and the claim of Promised Messiahship 

• are two different things. The former is a belief supported by traditions and the latter 
i. a Jewish doctrine, completely alien to Islamic beliefs having its roots in the Jewish 
t literature. The Mirza cleverly disguised his true face i.e. a Promised Messiah desig- 
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nated to work for the political motives of world Jewry and deceived the Muslims by 
his false posture of being an incarnate of JesusChrist. He shrewdly dragged the ulema 
into useless theological controversies and carried out his sinister plan to Judaize Islam. 

Dr Muhammad Iqbal, in his well known article on Qadianism stresses that 
Ahmadya movement had been swiftly drifting towards Judaism. 1 Some Arab scholars 
have also discussed in detail the pro-imperialist pro-Jewish orientations of Qadiani 
movement. Abbas Mahmud-ul-Iqad, A1 Shiekh Abu Zohra-Misri, Al-Shiekh Mohib- 
Ud-Din Al-Khatib, and Al-Sheikh Muhammad-ul- Madni have specially dwelt upon 
this theme. Ailama Muhammad-ul- Sawaf, in his famous work AI-Mukhtalat-ul-Is- 
tamaria Lay Makafteh -ul- Islam proved that Qadiani movement is a branch of Im- 
perialism. Dr Abdul Karim Ghulab, a research scholar of Morocco, has given a 
scholarly treatment to this subject. He has established that the Ahmadya movement 
was a by-product of Judaism and its basic beliefs bore striking similarity with 
neo-Judaism of the 19th century. 2 The way Qadianis presented the concepts of jehad, 
revelation, prophethood, etc was the favourite subject of bigoted Jewish scholars of 
19th century. Jews always showed a keen interest in development and growth of 
Qadianism. Shod, a group of Jewish intelleginsia working in Jerusalem University and 
headed by Dr Magesen conducted research on the proposed synthesis of Ahmadya 
beliefs with modern Jewish philosophy as enunciated by Jewish Cabalist philosophers 
of the 19th century. In 1927, Alexander Waldheim, an Austrian Judge wrote an 
interesting article entitled Modem Zionist Way to Islam and Ahmadya Movement.- 
It was published in the Review of Religions, a leading Qadiani Journal in its issue of 
March 1927. Also in 1946, Mrs Aishy Romel, a Jew scholar of Jerusalem University 
wrote a series of articles on Ahmadya movement, 3 highlighting some of its salient 
features in relation to Jewish philosophical ideas. 

Pro-Jewish orientation of Qadiani movement can also be seen in the. writings 
of the Mirza. He repeated all those absurd allegations against the person of Jesus 
which Jewish writers 4 had been levelling since the advent of Christianity. The Mirza 
called Jesus’ miracles a series of tricks and mesermism. In the name of ‘smashing the 
cross’ he criticized Christian beliefs and miraculous birth of Jesus Chirst. He is 
‘charged with’ drunkenness, vulgar abuse of Jews, cowardice, disrespectful attitude to 
his mother, friendliness with women of illrepute and even blasphemy. The Mirza cast 
aspersions on the life of Mary also. After levelling allegations and making attempts 
to under rate the status of the Christ, he called himself superior to Jesus in all respects. 
He claimed to have performed such a stupendous taskwhich Jesus could never have 
taken. A few extracts from his books will help understand the nature of his attacks on 
Christianity and Jesus Christ : 


1. Laltf Ahmad Sherwani, HartH/qbal, Lahore P. 115 

7 . Weekly Chattan Lahore, 9 February, 1970. 

J AMaxI, Qadian, 12 June, 1946 

4. R.Travere Herford, Christ in Jewish Literature, Hastings Dictionary of Christ and the Gospels (if) 'Jesus of Naxareth 
by Dr S. Krause in the Jewish Encyclopedia, New rorV Vol VII end similar other writings were used to launch 
snack* on Christianity by the Qadiani and his followers. 
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i. What a noble family lie (Christ) belonged to three of his 
grandmothers were whores whose blood was running into his 
veins. 1 

ii. Christ! what a character; an epicurean and drunkard. He was 
neither a devotee, nor an adorer, nor a seeker of truth. He was 
but arrogant, self-conceited and god-head. 2 

iii. Drinking has done extensive damage to the western world. One 
reason for drinking has been that Christ used to drink himself. 
He took to it either due to some disease or he was an addict. 3 

iv. Christ cannot claim himself to be pious, people did know that he 
was a boozer. This was evident right in the beginning and not after 
his claim to god-head. In fact, claim to god-head is one of the 
consequences of drinking. 

With the denunciation of Christianity and distortion of Islamic beliefs, he 
revived Jewish religious precepts. He called his community Beni-Israel and claimed 
himself to be Israel in his revelations.' In 1947, Qadianis had to leave East Punjab in 
the wake of Partition of India. Atfozl says that, in accordance with a revelation of the 
Promised Messiah, a time will come for Ahmadya to leave Qadian. It will happen to 
establish the similarity hetween Ahmadya migration with the exodus of Jews. 6 
Messianic Uprisings : Wc further discuss different aspects of the Mirza’s claim of 
Messiahship to elaborate the nature of his claim in a historical perspective. 

The Cabalist-Jcwish idea of the Promised Messiah had been a political 
instrument in the hands of the Jews. In the 19th century, with the rise and growth of 
Zionism the cult gradually eclipsed. From the 1st century AD to the emergence of 
Zionism (1897), many self- styled Messiahs appeared. The appearance of a Messiah 
was often accompanied by some revolt or uprising. The claimant aspired for power 
and declared to restore to the wandering Jews the Holy Land. 

Under the Muslim rule, many self-appointed Messiahs launched strong 
political movements to topple Muslim states. About the year 700 AD, Abu Isa of 
Ispahan claimed to be a Messiah. He gathered an army of Jews to throw off the ‘yoke 
of Muslim Caliphate’ and led the Jews to Palestine. A battle was finally fought and 
the Jews were badly defeated and scattered. Abu Isa took his own life. But this did 
not discourage others from following his example. A man by the name of Judghan-al- 
Rai, a shephard, attempted the same thing, and in the end was also defeated and killed 
Almost at the sametime in Syria, a man named Screnus called. upon the Jews to follow 
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his leadership in the reconquest of Palestine. Jews flocked to him by thousands, only 
to be deeply disappointed when his promises came to naught. 

The period of Crusade gave a peculiar colour to the office of Messiahship. 
A Spanish Jew, Abuiafa claimed to be a Messiah and went to Rome in 128 1 to convince 
the Pope and offer Jewish help in the War. The most interesting Jewish Redeemer 
was Shabbeti Zevi. In the year 1648, a lot of misfortunes and political crises came to 
Central and Eastern Europe. These events served as a proof of the coming of a 
Messiah. Jewish-Cabalisls believed that Messiah’s arrival was to be preceded by war 
and pestilence and eagerly waited for his advent. 

Shabatti Zevi, a Spanish Jew, announced in 1648 that he was the Promised 
Messiah. Jew's welcomed him wherever he went. He travelled from Symema to 
Salonika and in the presence of learned men, he produced a marriage canopy and a 
scroll of theTorah and went through a marriage ceremony with theTorah as his bride. 
From Salonika he moved to Cairo where he found an environment fitted for his 
purpose. 

A wealthy Jew, Raphael Joseph Chelebi, sent him to Jerusalem for the 
purpose of distributing charity where he met Nathan of Gaza who also claimed to be 
a prophet and messiah. He undertook to announce himself Promised Elijah and spread 
the propaganda of Zevi as the Promised Messiah. 

Zevi married Sarah who claimed to be the bride of the Promised Messiah. 
The wedding was celebrated with great pomp at the home of Chelebi at Cairo. This 
event had a great similarity with that of Musalima, the impostor’s marriage with Sajah,. 
The Mirza also aspired to marry Muhammadi Begum, but her parents refused to 
succumb to his blackmail carried out in the name of God. 

Zevi was greeted with a frenzy of enthusiasm. Many Jews disposed of their 
possessions and marched to Palestine. Emboldened by his success, he declared that 
he was going to Constantinople where, at the mere sight of him, the Sultan of Turkey 
would give up the throne and Zevi would be the King of Kings. But when his ship 
arrived at the Turkish port, he was arrested and placed in the fortess of Abydas. From 
his prison, he issued proclamations and sent messages to Polish Jews and ordered 
them to send him Nehemiah Cohen who himself claimed Messiahship. Cohen held 
talks with Zevi and announced that Zevi was not a Messiah. The Polish prophet after 
his announcement, could save himself only be running away to some safe place. 

Zevi was brought to the Sultan’s Court for trial. He abandoned all his claims 
and accepted a petty post in the Sultan’s Court and consented to become a Muslim. 
Zevi’s followers, although disillusioned yet argued that Muslim Zevi was but a human 
image and he himself had ascended to heaven to wait for a more opportune time. 1 He 
had atoned for the sins of Jewish people and would come back soon. Those Jews who 


Grawlop. cit.P.516 
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hypocritically converted to Islam for the cause of Judaism and waited for the return 
of their Messiah, organized themselves in a crypt o-Jewish sect like Qadiunis, and are 
known as Dnnmch. 

In Itfth century Britain, Richard Brothers, an Anglo- Israelite, claimed to he 
a Messiah-1 he prince and restorer of Jews. Jorina Southcoatte announced to give birth 
to the Promised Messiah alter miraculous conception. 1 She could not do so. However, 
many Jews of England paid great respect to her. John Alexander Dowie (America) 
and J.H. Piggot (Britain) who were the claimants of the Promised Messiahship were 
contemporaries of the Mir/.a. All those persons were either secret Jews or their 
henchmen. Their main aim was to give shape and fillip to Jewish nationalism and 
create a favourable climate in support of them in the hostile European societies. 
Freemasonry played very important role in the context of Jewish nationalism in a 
subtle way. The decay of the Christian Church and emergence of Jewish power in 
America had also great bearings on the European opinion. 

‘Tomb’ of Jesus: The Mir/.a not only announced the natural death of Jesus Christ but 
also ‘discovered’ his tomb. 2 At first in Gulliel (Palestine), then in Tripoli, afterwards 
in Syria and ultimately through a prophetic revelation in Srinagar Kashmir. 3 It was a 
startling ‘discovery’. Hundreds of people went to Khanyar street of Srinagar to see 
that tomb. But whoever went there laughed at the Mir/a’s trickery. Qadianis regard 
it as an unparalied event in the history of their movement. 

How did Jesus come to India? The Mir/a argued that Jesus was nailed on 
the cross but did not die on it (Muslims believe he was not nailed on the cross at all). 
He was said to have been taken down by his disciples in a swoon and was healed within 
40 days by an ointment called Marham-i-lsa. He then travelled to the East via Persia 
md Afghania and reached India with his disciple St. Thomas. Why did he undertake 
his journey? In order to preach those Jews who had been exiled by King Sargon of 
Assyria in 721 BC'when he attacked the city of Sumaria. He also referred to the Second 
Captivity of Jews when Nebuchadnezzer of Babylon stormed Jerusalem and is said to 
have carried off some of the inhabitants as prisoners to Babylon. It was claimed that 
Kashmiris and Afghans were the descendants of the 1 Lost Ten Tribes’ of Israel.' Jesus 
had to preach to those ‘lost’ sheep. He travelled to India under the name of Yuz Asaf 
or Jesus, the gatherer. Khawaja Nazir Ahmad, a member of Lahore group of Qadiani 
community claimed that Mary also travelled with Jesus to India. She died in Murree, 
a hill station some 40 kilometer from Pakistan’s capital, Islamabad. The word Murree 
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is said to be the corruption of Mary and is famous for her tomb. After her death, Jesus 
migrated to Kashmir and died at the age of J20. His tomb is situated at Khanyar Street, 
Srinagar, Kashmir. St. Thomas went to South India and there he founded a church. 

The main thrust of the whole theory is on the assumption that in 721 BC 
Ten Tribes of Israel were ‘lost’ and settled in Eastern countries, specially in Afghanis- 
tan and Kashmir. Had there been no ‘colonization’ of Jews in those countries, Jesus 
would not have taken such a long journey from Palestine to India. Here lies the crux 
of the matter. The stress placed on the dispersion of the Tribes of Israel and their 
conversion to Islamic and other faiths was meant to provide a feed-back to the Jewish 
nationlist movemen tAnglo-Israelism^ ich swept the world before the emergence of 
Zionism. 

As stated earlier, Anglo-Israelism was a movement launched by Jews and 
their agents on the presumption that the Ten Tribes of Assyrian captivity (721 BC), 
on leaving the land of their sojourn wandered towards the west while those of the 
Babylon captivity (586 BC) passed eastwards to Afghanistan and India. Under the 
oppressive rules of Gentiles, they were lost to the world of civilization. An appeal was 
made to the European nations (said to have belonged to Lost Tribes of Israel) to help 
their brethren acquire a separate homeland in accordance with the prophecies of the 
Holy Book. P.K.Hitti has, however, proved that the Ten Tribes were never lost and it 
is a historical myth. 1 

The earliest suggestion of an Israelitish ancestry of the English is to be found 
in John Sadler’s work Rights of the Kingdom (1649). He drew a series of parallel 
between English Law and customs and those of the Hebrews and Jews. Richard 
Brothers (1757- 1832), a half pay officer of eccentric habits in the English Navy, 
prophecised imminent restoration to Israel of the Holy Land and elevation of himself 
as the prince of Jews’. In 1840, John Wilson adopted the theory and wrote widely on 
it. His work Our Israelitish Origin is the first coherent exposition of the theory. Other 
advocates in the 19th century were W.Carpenter (Ismelile Found), F.R.A.Glover 
(England, the Remanani of Judo) and C.Piazzi Smyth, the Astronomer Royal for 
Scotland who deduced from certain measurements of the Great Pyramid that the 
English were the descendants of the Lost Tribes. 2 

In 1871, Edward Hine published his Identification of the British Native with 
the Lost Israel, of which a quarter of a million copies were said to have been sold. In 
the United States, the movement was led by W.H.Poole and G.W.Greenwood. 3 A 
vigorous Anglo-Israel propaganda campaign was started by Major H.W.J.Senior of 
1st Bengal Infantry in India. In 1883 he wrote a book entitled Are the English Israelites ? 4 
It was meant to prove that the English were descendants of Israel and God has fulfilled 

1. P.K. HitU, History of Syria, P. 96 

2. SeeSoclologlcal Review, London, Me r cn, 1966 and Encyclopedia of Religions and Ethics, Vo). I .Anglo- Israel Ism 

4. Major H.WJ. Senior, Are the English Israelites:? M.E.Church Press Lucknow, 1683 
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his Covenant with Abraham, and will fulfil all his promises to Israel . A bulk of Anglo- 
Israelite literature was published and distributed in India by Messers New Man and 
Co, Calcutta. In this book Senior states : 

"God has declared that until the sun, stars and sea depart, Israel shall not 
cease from being a Nation before him for ever. They have not yet departed, therefore, 
Israel must be now one of the nations of the earth. The question, therefore, naturally 
arises, what nation is Israel? The champions of Anglo-lsraelism have logically main- 
tained that England alone, of all nations of earth, possesses, all the blessings and 
promises, so far as they have been fulfilled, which were made by God in favour of his 
people Israel and that as God is true, faithful, and covenant keeping, these promises 
and blessings cannot be diverted to any Gentile nation, therefore, it follows that 
England must be Israel. And in accepting this truth, we also appropriate the unfulfilled 
promises of the future glory of Israel. We find that all the prophecies relating to the 
first advent of Christ, the destruction of Jerusalem, Babylon, Nieneveh, Egypt, Moab, 
Judah etc. have been fulfilled literally and that all the punishments inflicted on Israel 
were also literally fulfilled, therefore, the promise of blessings to Israel must be taken 
aswell in a literal sense, and we assent that this, in noway interferes with the spiritual 
interpretation as applicable to the Church." 1 

Under the heading to be restotvd to their own land, Senior cites scriptural 
evidences (Isa xiii, Jer xxx3, Zcch viii, 12, 13 etc) to prove that scattered Israel will 
gather and sing in the height of Zion. 2 

The hostility of the English to Napoleon and Russia, and the sympathy 
aroused by the Dreyfus case are attributed to the Anglo-Israelite ideas. It is also argued 
that the English must be the representative of Israel as otherwise many Divine 
promises made to that race would be unfulfilled 3 

Qadiani agents actively propagated Anglo-Israelite ideas after invoking 
interest in the discovery of the ‘tomb’ of Jesus. Qadiani methods of argumentation 
and discussion bear extreme similarly with that of Anglo-Israelites. If one happens to 
undertake a comparative study of Mirza Ghulani Ahmad’s Masih Hindustan Mein 
(Jesus in India), 4 Sher Ali’s articles in the Review of Religions, Qadian, (1902-1908), 
Khawaja Nazir Ahmad’s Jesus in Heaven on Earth, J .D.Shams Where Did Jesus Die, 5 
Mufti Muhammad Sadiq’s Qabtv- Masih, 6 and Qazi Muhammad YusaPs ha Dor 
Kashmir, 7 with that of Anglo-Israelite literature, he will find Jews and Qadianis sailing 
in the same boat. 


Senior, op. ci*. PP.61-62 


ision Dept. Raibwah, 1i 


Kashf-ul-lsrar. Qadian, i91 


Par Kashmir, Manzoor-e-Aam P 
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Notovitch Account : The quasi -historical sources quoted by theMifza and his disciples 
to prove that Jesus Christ fainted on the cross at the time of his crucifixion are based 
on Jewish fabricated accounts. An oft-quoted source is a travelling account of Nicholas 
Notovitch, a Russian by birth and the contemporary of the Mirza. Notovrtch claimed 
to have found some ancient Buddhist scrolls at the monastery of Hims (Tibet) in which 
it was written that in his boyhood Isa (Jesus Christ) secretly fled from his father’s house 
from Jerusalem and with a train of merchants travelled towards Sindh, and settled 
among the Aryas. He frequented Jain Temples and studied their cult. He then went 
to Ceylone and from there to Jaggernaut. He learnt the use of herbs, medicines, and 
mathematics. He also studied the religious doctrines of Brahmins and acquired their 
secret arts. 

The book appeared in French 1 and in English 2 3 4 and made a considerable stir 
in Europe and India for sometimes. In an article in the Nineteenth Century , London, 
October, 1894, Prof. Max Muller, a famous German scholar who lived in India, saw 
clearly that the tale was false and suggested that M. Notovitch had been so persistent 
in trying to get information that the Lamas, having nothing better to give him, had 
invented the story to satisfy him. ProLLArchibald Douglas of the Government 
College, Agra took a journey to Ladakh in 1895 in the hope of finding the MS but no 
such MS was found even in Tibet anywhere. The whole story was described in the 
Nineteenth Centuty April, 1896 and M. Nicholas Notovitch was recognized to be an 
unscrupulous adventwvr. Different versions of such false travelling accounts were 
prepared by secret Jewish agencies to defame Jesus Christ. It was a sinister attempt 
to convey on the basis of semi- historical records that Jesus was a false Messiah, who 
after his alleged travels in the East acquired the knowledge of herbs and magical tricks 
which he subsequently exercised in Palestine to impose his ‘false claim of Messiahship' 
on the Jew, but was ultimately ‘crucified to death’. 

Rosicrucian: The false account of life of Jesus was also published by a Freemason 
Organization-the Rosicrucian AMORC.(USA). There is an adhesion between the 
higher degrees of Freemasonry and the Rosicrucian Lodges, and also that the 
knowledge possessed by Rosicrucian in regard to the life of Jesus is shared by the 
Higher Degrees of Freemasonry. The organization claims to retain ancient traditions, 
teachings, principles and practical helpfulness of the ESSENE Btotherhood which 
existed in Palestine between second century B.C. to the second century A.D. Dr Lewis 
Spencer, Imperator of the Rosicrucian Order for North and South America, in his 
book The Mystical life of Jesus gave an account of Jesus’ life between the twelve years 
and his emergence as a preacher in Galilee. He says that Jesus did not die on the 
cross but fell unconscious and regained his senses in the tomb in which he was buried. 
He then secretly left for a sheltered place at Galilee. He ascended to the Heavens not 


1 . N. Notovitch, vie Inconnue d« Jesus Christ, Paris, 1 894 

2. Alexina Loranger, Unknown Life of Jesus. Rand Mcnally Co, London, 1894 

3. Walter .A.H. op. citp.92 

4. tv Lewis Spence- Mystical ' ife of Jesus. American Rosicrucian Series. Supreme Grand Lodge 4m- 
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Physically or in His physical body but had a mystical and psychic experience. He 
became an avatar who kept silence and retired from public life. He was buried at 
Mount Carmel (Palestine). His body remained in a tomb for several centuries but was 
finally removed to a secret sepulchre guarded and protected by his (Essene) Brothers. 1 
Crucifixion By An Eye Witness: Another Freemason source often quoted by Qadiani 
writers in their works is The Crucifixion by An Eye Witness. In the introduction and 
preface of the book, it is stated: 

It is an English translation of an ancient Latin copy of a ‘Letter written seven 
years after the crucifixion by a personal friend of Jesus in Jerusalem to an Essene 2 
Brother in Alexandria... This book was withdrawn from circulation the movement it 
was published. It was published in 1873 in America. All the plates were destroyed, and 
it was supposed that all the published copies of the book were likewise disposed of. 
The official copies which were deposited with the librarian of the Congress, in 
compliance with the laws of copy right, also disappeared. Fortunately one copy escaped 
this fate’. 3 TK, the author of The Cheat Work in the introduction to the book says that 
the book found its way into the possession of a prominent Freemason in the state of 
Massachusetts, USA. There it remained securely until accidentally discovered by his 
daughter, sometime during the summer of the present year (1907). The lady, knowing 
my (TK) interest in things Masonic, kindly sent me the copy for examination. I, at 
once, recognized its remarkable nature and supreme value and importance 7 Then we 
are told that it was republished in 1907, after having been compared with the Latin 
MS which still exists in the hands of the Masonic Fraternity in Germany. No doubt, 

1 will remain securely guarded from Anti-Masonic Vandalism’ It is asserted that 
esus was a member of Essene Brotherhood. He was taken down from the cross in a 
swoon and his Essene Brothers took his body to a safe place. Nicudemus, the physician 
applied a special balm and his wounds healed in a few days. Later Jesus left the capital 
for the White Lodge atop the Mount of Olives in disguise. Finally, the letter says, Jie 
died in solitude after 6 months in Palestine. 

The Mirza’s contribution to the Jewish-masonic theory is the addition of 
Matham-i-Isa (Jesus’ ointment) in place of Nicudemus balm said to have been applied 
to the body of Jesus which had promptly healed up wounds inflicted during 
‘crucifixion’. In Greek-Islamic system of medicine, different names 6 are given to this 
ointment only because of its fast curing characteristics and no Hakim had ever called 
it an ointment meant specifically for Jesus’ wounds. 


See, H. Spencer, The Secret Doctrines of Jesus, ’Supreme Grand Lodge of Amorc, California, America. 18S4 
{sixth Edition) 

Essene order, says the translation, of which the present Freemasonry is the modem edition, was at the time of 
Jesus widel^Jlffused through Palestine and Egypt and had their colonies scattered all over the country. Jesus 

An Eyewitness, The Crucifixion, (A letter written seven years alter the Crucifixion by a personal Wend of Jesus 
in Jerusalem to an Essene Brother in Alexandria, Supplemental Harmonic Senes, Vol.il, Second Edition, 
indo- American Book Co, Chicago. USA, 1907 Reproduced by Nafees Printers, Lahore, 1877) 
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Yuz Asaf: The Miiza further claims that Jesus assumed the name of Yuz Asaf during 
his tour in India. It is still an interesting aspect of the theory and very cunning 
exploitation of the name of Yuz Asaf. Yuz Asaf or Yod Asaf, whom he calls Jesus, is 
no one else except Gautama Buddha. When Buddha attained perfect knowledge and 
enlighenment, he then, according to Buddhist traditions or Lalitavastam became a 
Bodhistava (enlightened one). Bod Asaf is a corruption of Bodhistava. The story of 
Buddha’s miraculous birth and his attainment of the status of Bodhistava made its 
way from India to Central Asia in around 2nd century AD. Subsequently during the 
reign of Abassid Caliph Al-Mansur, Arab scholars of Al-Mukafah school translated 
many Pali Sanskrit and Persian works into Arabic. The story of Buddha (Bod or Yod 
Asaf) made its way into numerous Arabic works. Ibnul-Nadim, in his Alfahrist refers 
to three books where this story had been narrated with slight variations. 1 With the 
passage of time, the story of Budhas’ attainment of perfect knowledge which originated 
in India came back to India in a different shape. The names being Arabacized and the 
events slightly changed. 

Qadiani writers had also tried to explore the Sanskrit sources to support this 
myth. They quote an extract from the Bhavishya Maha Pumna by Sutta. It may be 
stated here that the Puranas are eighteen in number. They are purely mythical in 
nature and are characterized as popular sectarian compilation of mythology, 
philosophy, history and law. The earliest Puranawas probably compiled around fourth 
century AD. Bhavishya Pumna was printed for the first time in Bombay in 1910 under 
the order of Maharaja Partap Singh of Kashmir. 

In this Purana a mythical story of a meeting of Shalwahin, Chief of Saka with 
a white complexion man in the land of the Huns somewhere in a height of the Himalya 
has been narrated. When Shalwahin met him he asked him about his religious 
principles. He replied : 

O King ‘The goddess of the savages (dasyu) namely lhamasi (the goddess 
Masi) manifested herself in terrifying disguise and I having reached her in the infidel 
fashion, attained the status of Masya. O King! listen to that religion (of hers) which I 
impressed upon the infidel. Having cleansed the mind and purified the impure body, 
and having recourse to the prayer of naigama, man must worship the pure eternal. By 
justice, truth, unity of mind and meditation, man must worship in Sun’s heaven 
(Suryamandala which could also mean Sun’s disk). That Lord, himself as immovable 
(from his course) as the Sun, always at last attracts the essence of all erring creatures. 
With this (message) O King! Masya vanished and the blissful image of Lord, the bliss 
giving, being ever in my heart, my name has been established as Ihamasiya. 2 

Havig heard these words, the King removed that infidel priest and estab- 
lished him in pitiless land of infidels’. 3 


1. Encyclopedia of Islam Vol.l, London Barlam and Bodhaaaf, P.1215 

2- Mum Muhammad Sediq, Qabei-i-Meeih, Qadien 1836 P.53 

3. Shiekh Abdul Qadir, Jesus Travels to Kashmir, paper read oul in a Conference In London in 1078 



Politics Of Religious Claims 


Dr D.D. Kosamby, a learned Simskarit scholar of Tata Research Institute, 
Bombay says the goddess Masi is a fiction and the holy book Naiyemut has no existence 
in the Hindu Scriptures. The infidel priest attained the status oUhamasiya hy following 
the goddess Masi and preached the Sun worship. 

Qadiani scholars call the infidel Ihamasiya. Isa Masih and the goddess Masi 
is stated to be the angel Gabriel. 1 By neglecting all inconsistencies of the legendary 
story, it is claimed that RajaShalwahin met Jesus Christ when the latter ‘Visited’ India. 
Khawaja Nazir Ahmad got the said Bhavishya Purana’s extract translated from Dr 
Shiv Nath Shashtari and calls the white complexion infidel priest yousaphat. 2 

The story is purely mythical in nature and is about a Sun Worshipper who 
is a follower of the godess Masi probably a Bodhisatva. The story seems to have been 
fabricated in around 5th century AD and had no connection whatsoever in any way 
with Jesus Christ who lived in early 1st Century AD in Jerusalem. 

Mirza Qadiani and his disciples have also picked up the names of mythical 
Bodhistavas from the Buddhist record and cal! them Jesus. A Bodhistava Mettaya is 
called Messiah, ML-Shi-Lu named in the Chinese Buddhist record is termed Messiah, 
and Budha’s prophecy of a ttagwa Mitya or white-faced Bodhistava is said to have been 
meant for Jesus because he was white in complexion.' 1 

There is no historical proof either to support the contention that St. Thomas 
came to India. The churches founded in Madras and Malabar are after his name but 
not founded by him. Archaeological evidences clearly belie all such claims. It is also 
absurd to say, as Khawaja Nazir claims, that Mary, the mother of Jesus came to India 
and died in Murree where her tomb still exists. 5 

It will be interesting to give the story of Budha (Bodhasaf) as narrated in 
Arabic and Persian sources 6 to prove that Yuz Asuf is Buddha: 

‘To the long childless King of Janaysar, a pagan ruler of Sulabat (i.e. Kapal 
Vastu) in India, a son is born by miraculous means. The King names him Yudasaf 
(better, Budhasaf-Budhistiva). As astrologer predicts that the prince’s greatness will 
not be of this world; the King, therefore, confines the child in a city set apart, to keep 
him from the knowledge of human misery. Growing up Yudasaf frets at his confine- 
ment; and insists on being allowed out. Riding forth, he secs two infirm men and later 
a decrepit old man, and learns of human frailty and death. The holy hermit Bilawhar' 
of Sarnath (Ceylone) then appears in distress and preaches to Yudasaf in parables, 
convincing him of the vanity of human existence and the superiority of ascetic way. 


1. Sheikh Abdul Qadir, Jasus Travels to India and to Kashmir, Paper lead out in a Conference in London in 1979 

3. M. Ft. Bengali, The Tomb of Jesus, Rabwah 1971 P.51, Also Mirza Ghulam Ahmad, Masih Hindustan Mein, P.28 
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5. Jesus in Heaven on Earth, P.353 

6. For its Urdu translation see Abdul Ghani-Kitab-i- Shahzada Yus Asaf Aur Hakim tJilohar, Mutid Aam Press, Agra, 

7. Bilawhar is probably a bowdlerized version of Bhagwan. India International Centre Quarterly, 1981 , P.133 
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Bilawhar spurns renown and riches, indulgence in food and drink and sexual pleasure 
and all fleshy delights. 

King Jaynasar is hostile to Bilawhar and opposes Yudasaf s conversion. In 
spite of the efforts of the astrologer, Rakis and the pagan ascetic Al-Bahwan, Janaysar 
is overcome in a mock debate on the faith and is himself won over. Yudasaf renounces 
his royal estate and embarks on missionary journeys. After various adventures, he 
reaches Kashmir (Kusinara) where he entrusts the future of his religion to his disciple 
Ababud (Ananda) and dies’. 1 

There is no reference whatsoever to Jesus Christ. It is a story of an Indian 
prince Budha (Bodasaf) who died at Kusinara (Gorakhpur, India) and his disciple was 
Ababud (Ananda). In Ibne Babwa/s Ikmal-ud-din (10th century AD) and Allama 
Majlisi’s/4/n- ul-Hayat, similar version of the story appears with the addition that at 
the time of his death Bodasaf erected a house (stupa) where he was laid. 

In all authentic Arabic sources and works on history like AlMasudi’s 
Manrxjj-ul-Zahab (956 AD), 2 Ibnul Nadim’s/l/ Fahrisi (988 AD), 3 A1 Bullazoris’ Friq 
Bain ul Fariq (1023 AD) 4 5 6 and A1 Khawarzamis’ Mufatih-ul- Aloom 5 the Buddha’s 
name is Arbicized as Bodasaf, Yud Asab, etc. He had been called an Indian 
prince/prophet sent by God to preach them righteousness. His place of burial was 
Kushanagar in Gorakhpur, India. The word Kushanagar was Arabacized as Qashmir 
or Kashmir. Some later historians ascribed it to the Valley of Kashmir. Perhaps Muslim 
historians of Kashmir picked up this story from these sources. However, no one dared 
to call Bodhasaf, Jesus Christ. 

In some qua si-historical sources of Indian history, mostly 16th century works, 
it has been said that Bod Asaf was ordained in the remote past towards the people of 
Kashmir. However no authentic source on Indian or Kashmir history even refers to 
the arrival of Jesus in Kashmir. Khawaja Nazir Ahmad has quoted a passage from 
Mullah Nadri’s History of Kashmir to prove his historical myth of Jesus’ visit to India. 7 
Mullah was a religious scholar in the court of Zain-ul-Abdin (1420-1470), King of 
Kashmir commonly called Budshah. It is mentioned in the history book of Kashmir 
that the Mullah did compile a book on Kashmir history but no one had ever confirmed 
its existence. It is an extinct document. Khawaja claims to have seen it in Srinagar in 
1946 and got a photo copy of the page where the ‘arrival’ of Jesus in Kashmir was 
mentioned. He did not buy that book from G.M.Mohyuddin Wancho who possessed 
it and was willing to sell it at a high price. Despite repeated requests and challenges, 
Qadiani writers have not been able to produce the original manuscript to enable the 
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scholars to determine its position. It is nothing but a pure Ahmadya fraud 1 (Italics 
added). 

Prior to the Mirza’s ‘discovery’, Hasan Shah, an eminent Kashmiri historian, 
wrote that adjoining the tomb of Khawaja Nasirud-din in Khan Yar street, Srinagar 
was the tomb of Yus Asap who came to Kashmir as an envoy from Egypt during the 
reign of Zainul Abdin (I5th century) 2 He died and was buried in Kashmir. His tomb 
was built in 15th century. Historical and archaeological evidences, particularly the 
inscriptions on Takhbe-Suleman and the style of Persian writings (Khat-e-Suls), belie 
all claims made by Qadiani theorists in connection with the said tomb located in 
Khanyar street, Srinagar, 

It is also interesting to know that the story of Bilahwar and Yud Asaf 
migrated to Europe and furnished the prototype for the Christian legend of Barlam 
and Josaphat. They were called Christian saints and were held in high esteem. 3 A 
church was founded in memory of Barlam in Pamerlov (Sicley). The Mirza has 
admitted the establishment of this church in the name of Barlam 4 It is very strange 
that in the course of early Middle Ages of Europe, the legendary theme of Barlam 
and Josaphat appeared again the again. In Greek, in Latin, in Provencal, in French, 
Italian, Portuguese, Catalan, in Spanish, English and German. The story was known 
in Christian North Africa and Middle East, and in the Russian province of Georgia. 
There were also Ethiopian, Armenian, Church Slavonic and Rumanian versions as 
well as non-Christian ones in Arabic and Hebrew. The reason why this legend and its 
literary versions are so popular was that from the very start, it would seems, this novel 
>r romance in verse-form was instructive and entertaining, it told of unknown exotic 
lands, it was a thoughtful adventure story, and a conversion report-always welcome at 
that time edifying, colourful, exciting and satisfying fairy tale all at the same time. The 
framework of the expansive narrative allowed additions or contractions, philosophical 
discourses, theological reasoning and exhortations, and poetic fineness in the form of 
gnomic verses, similes and parables. It appealed to all strata of medieval society both 
to the learned and the less-learned. The story of Barlam and Josaphat had at that time 
became a genuine piece of World Literature. 5 

D.M. Lang, in his book the Wisdom of Balahvar, A Christian Legend of 
Buddha , says that the whole Ahmadya story of Yuz Asaf is ‘simply based on an extract 
from the familiar Arabic version of the Barlam and Josaphat romance’. 6 
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Holy Shroud And Grail - . It is also asserted that Jesus did not die on the cross but was 
taken down alive in a state of swoon and was wrapped up in a winding sheet, the holy 
shroud. This Holy Shroud exists today and proves that Jesus did not go to the Heaven. 1 
It was found in Turin, Italy. The alleged old manuscripts which narrate the story of 
the Shroud are said to be in possession of a Freemason Society in America. 2 

Equally interesting is a book The Holy Blood and Holy Grail by Michael 
Baigent, Richard Leigh and Henry Lincoln, 3 featured in the top ten of non-fiction 
book sales chart in London as it said to have given a ‘shattering secret of more than 
2000 years relating to the life of Jesus’. Henry Lincoln in the discovery of the national 
riches of small French Church in Rennes-le-Chateau at the foot of Pyrenees, South 
France found cryptically cooled parchments treasures of secret societies, the Knights 
Templar, a dynasty of obscure French King, freemasons etc. He concluded that Jesus 
married and his bloodline still existed. He was alive in 45 AD but no indication of the 
place has been given. 

Qadianis are also referring to this Judeo-niasonic study on the life of Jesus. 
It is said to have shaken the established edifice of the Church. It has been regarded 
as the last evidence in support of the claims made by Ahmadyat 4 

In short, the claim of Mirza Ghulam Ahmad to Promised Messiahship had 
Jewish connotation. It has nothing to do with the second coming of Jesus, the son of 
Mary. Through this claim, he took active part in providing assistance to Jewish 
nationalism and attempted to Judaize Islam. He used filthy language to underrate 
Jesus’ position and repeated Jewish charges against him. The myth of Jesus’ journey 
and his death in Kashmir are supported from Jewish-masonic writings. The network 
of mythical stories was created in 19th century to provide fillip and spur to Anglo- 
Israelism, a Jewish-backed movement. Qadianis are still drawing upon Jewish sources 
to support their theories about the alleged death of Jesus. 

Equally absurd is theMirza’s contention that Baba Guru Nanak, the founder 
of Sikhism was a Muslim. 5 This has been vehemently denied by the scholars. His 
much-trumpeted theory that Arabic is the mother 6 of all languages is simply unac- 
ceptable to linguists. They, on the basis of archaeological evidences, designate Arabic 
a much recent language. The discovery of various scripts is dated like this: Sumerian 
(4000 BQ.Chinese (1500 BC), Sanskrit (1200 BC) and Arabic (328 BC). The late 
discovery of written Arabic inclined the etymologists to the view that Arabic could not 
be considered for a study determining primal language. 7 
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Separate Religion: By 1901, Mirza Qadiani planned to give a separate entity to his 
heretical sect. He slowly moved to carve out a new Ummah from Islamic Community 
of India through his absurd claims and prophetic utterances and looked to the British 
for its due recognition. At the same time he continued to serve the British Imperialist 
interests both in India and abroad through a vicious propaganda campaign. 

According to the Census of India Report (1901 ), 1331 people embraced this 
new belief in Punjab. 1 The Mirza entered the name of his sect as 'Musalman Sect of 
Ahmadya’ in the Census Report. He claimed that his sect was the only Islamic sect 
existed not only in India but in the whole world of Islam as all other Muslim sects were 
Kafir and outside the pale of Islam. He called Ahmadya Community ‘fresh milk’ and 
all other believers in Islam ‘rotten milk infested with bacteria’. He cleverly organized 
his followers into a sepaiate ummah on the basis of his false prophethood. His open 
claim to prophethood came in November, 1901 when he wrote a tract to clarify his 
claim of prophethood and Risalat. It was a dangerous attempt to sabotage and 
undermine the Muslim unity. Before that he ingeniously concealed his real claim in 
su fistic jargons like#'// or bmoz although moved fast to full-fledged prophethood. The 
ulema had a good knowledge of his elusive strategy and realized his evil intentions. 
They condemned him as Kafir even in 1891 on the basis of his claim of Messiahship. 

The malicious intention of the Mirza in forming a separate community by 
disintegrating the solidarity of Muslim ummah through his prophetic claims can be 
seen in his petition which he sent to MacWorth Young, Lt. Governor of the Punjab 
in January, 1901. In his petition he prays that he may be granted permission to send 
a deputation consisting of 12 of his followers to wait on the Lt. Governor for the 
purpose of submitting a memorial praying that the sect of Mohammadan to which 
they belonged may be officially recognized. 2 

On the basis of his past family record of loyalty and the meritorious services 
he rendered for the Imperialism, he aspired to be recognized officially as Ihe founder 
of a separate religious entity so that he could exclusively reap socio-economic benefits 
for his community which mostly comprised lower middle class.Eariier he suggested to 
the Government to arrange a World Religious Conference under its auspices and 
allow him to show a heavenly sign in proof of his claim. 3 

The Government ignored this proposal despite all of his humble requests. 
He was informed that 'the Lt.Govemor is unable to teceive the deputation proposed to 
be sent by Mina Ghulam Ahmad of Kadian ’ 4 
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POLITICAL CONSPIRACIES 

With the passage of time Qadian was turned into the religious arm of the 
British Intelegence Department. The Muza sent spies abroad under the cover of 
missionaries to serve Imperialism. We discuss here some obnoxious activities of the 
Ahmadya emissaries in India and abroad to establish the political character of 
Ahmadyat. 

Central Asia: Central Asia had always been an area of the British military and political 
penetration. In 1812, William Moorcraft, an official of the East India Company, sent 
a group of specially trained agents in Central Asia. Mir Azitullah was a British agent 
who undertook an extensive journey to collect military intelligence. Alexander Bumes 
and Mohanlal, a Kashmiri Pandit, led an expedition to this area in early thirties for 
procuring political and military intelligence. 1 Joseph Wolff, the son of a Jewish Rabbi, 
embraced Christianity. He took an expedition to Bokhara in 1844 to discover the fate 
of two British agents, Col. Stoddart and Cap Connolly. They had been sent by the 
Government of India to Bokhara where they were detained by the Amir, imprisoned 
and executed. 2 

In early sixties, after the ruthless suppression of the War of Independence 
in India, the British again intensified their subversive activities in Central Asia under 
the direction of Col. Walker, Superintendent of the Grand Trignometrical Survey. 
Col. Walker was assisted in this task by a band of specially trained native agents, 
prominent among whom being Pandit Manphool, Faiz Muhammad, Bhai Dewan 
Singh and Ghulam Rabbani. 3 Muhammad Hussain Azad, the famous Urdu critic was 
also a British agent and he undertook an espionage mission in Central Asia. 4 

Phillips Knightly and Colin Simpson in their well documented book: The 
Secret Lives of Lawrence of Arabia while discussing the political rivalries of Russia and 
British India confirm the existence of a spy ring operating in Central Asia : 

‘By the early 1900s this struggle between Asiatic Russia and British India 
had shifted ground slightly, but was still being pursued to the same end. In Afghanistan, 
Persia, Mesopotamia, Syria, and the Persian Gulf, a network of British agents, 
ostensibly consuls, travellers, merchants, and archaeologists working for the army, the 
Admiralty, the Foreign and India Offices, or the Intelligence Service, collected 
fragments of information in the hope that of some one, somewhere they would form 
a pattern. Their aims were to influence chieftains, win over tribes, settle disputes and 
disparage the Russians and the French all in the cause of protecting the Empire.* 5 
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In 1899, the Mirza planned to send a mission to Central Asia to carry out 
‘reconnaissance work.’ It composed of Moulvi Qutub Din, Mian Jamaldin and Mirza 
Khuda Bux. The real purpose of the mission was disguised under the cover of finding 
the traces of the alleged journey of Jesus Christ from Palestine to India via Central 
Asia. On 4 October, 1899 the Mirza proposed to hold a meeting at Qadian to bid 
farewell to them as they were leaving India on a ‘noble’ mission. 1 However, the mission 
could not leave and only individuals were sent at different occasions to Afghanistan 
and Central Asian territories in accordance with the political expediencies of the time 
Afghanistan: Afghanistan had always been a centre of political upsurge against the 
British Imperialism. Before giving the subversive activities of Qadiani intelligence 
workers in Kabul, a brief historical background is given to understand the crux of the 
issue. 

As stated earlier, in the second half of 19th century, Britain and Russia 
followed an aggressive policy with regard to Central Asia. The real cause of rivalry lay 
in strategic considerations and trade interests as well as in the desire to strengthen 
their control over the countries already conquered. The British colonialists in India 
feared that the approach of any foreign troops to Indian frontiers would inevitably 
lead to an outburst of popular anger against their rule. They were, therefore, also 
eager to spread their influence and, if possible; complete domination over the adjacent 
countries of Persia, Afghanistan, Sinkiang and Burma. 

The Czarist Russia was also expanding its territory. Between 1866 and 1872 
Russia brought Bokhara, Samarkand and Khiva under its control. The British Govern- 
ment thought that Russia would push further south-ward and invade India. To guard 
against this danger, the British wanted, firstly, to get the hilly country lying between 
the Pamir plateau and the Arabian Sea under their control and, secondly, to place a 
friendly Amir on the Afghan throne. Accordingly, Quetta was secured from the Khan 
of Kalat in 1876 and made into a strong military base. 2 Sher All, Amir of Afghanistan, 
did not like the British advance to Quetta and sought the friendship of Russia. The 
British colonialists declared a war on him. The war lasted two years. Sher Ali fled to 
Russia and Abdul Rahman become Amir. The British agreed to recognize him on the 
condition that they would control Afghan foreign policy. They subsequently secured 
hilly territories of Baluchistan, Gilgit and Chitral. 

In 1900, a few Afghan tribes rose against the British as they were dissatisfied 
over the demarcation of the boundary between Afghanistan and British India. The 
situation further deteriorated when the Afghans launched a Jehad offensive against 
some British officials. On the instructions of Amir of Kabul a book on Jehad-entitled 
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Taqwim-ud din Darbara Tehrtk-e-Jehad was launched in Afghanistan. 1 * It added fuel 
to the fire and put Britishers in great political trouble. 

All British attempts to calm the Afghan freedom fighters failed. In around 
1894, the Punjab Intelligence then called Thaggi and Dakaity Department sent a 
proposal to Lt. Governor Macworth Young for the establishment of a Qadiani Mission 
in Kabul in order to counter the Afghan Jehad movement so vigorously launched by 
the leading tribes against the British and create internal unrest and disintegration in 
the Afghan society which owed it basis to religion. Herald Dean, Chief Commissioner 
NWFP concurred with the proposal. 

It was in 1894, that Molvi Abdul Latif of Khost, Kabul, a trusted British 
agent, visited India as one of the members on the Durrard Commission which was 
entrusted with the task of demarcation of the boundary between Afghanistan and 
British India. He was the confidant of Shereen Dil Khan, the Governor of Khost and 
a right hand man in connection with the demarcation. After the Commission had 
concluded its work, Molvi Latif sent a message to Mirza Ghulam Ahmad through 
some of his agents viz Molvi Ahmad Noor and Molvi Abdul Rahman. Abdul Rehman 
visited Qadian twice or thrice and was influenced by the writings of the Mirza and 
those of Khawaja Kamaluddin who at that time stayed in Peshawar and published 
tracts against Jehad. Molvi Abdul Rahman took the Qadiani literature for distribution 
in Kabul, 3 but was apprehended by the Kabul Police and was put in a jail in 1901 where 
he was done to death in the prison cell. 

Since 1896, the activities of the British agents greatly increased in Kabul. 
The Mirza wrote a private letter to Abdul Rahman, Amir of Kabul, in May, 1896, 
explaining him the merits of ‘glorious’ British rule and asked monetary help to carry 
out his campaign for the service of Islam. The letter was not published in the Mirza ’s 
life. A.R.Dard got it from the papers of Muhammad Bakhsh (Deputy Inspector of 
Police, Batala) and published it in his book on the life of Ghulam Ahmad. 4 

In 1902, Molvi Latif set out from Kabul on the pretext of proceeding on 
pilgrimage by way of Lahore, accompanied by two of his disciples and another divine. 
As planned earlier, when he reached India he settled down in Qadian and started 
sending his agents in Kabul under the guidance of the Punjab Intelligence. He stayed 
in Qadian for a few months. 

Before leaving for Kabul, he wrote a letter to BrigadierMuhammad Hussain, 
Commissioner of Police, Kabul, to ascertain whether the Amir would permit him to 
proceed to Kabul 5 . The Amir allowed him to return home. However, on his arrival in 
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Kabul, he was arrested and put in a jail on the charges of preaching against Jehad and 
spreading heretic beliefs and infidelity. 

He was persuaded to repudiate his erroneous doctrines, but he did not. After 
four months, he was tried in a religious court where he was again persuaded to 
renounce his faith which he refused. 1 At last he was proclaimed guilty of heresy and 
was ordered to be stoned to death on 14 July, 1903. 

Molvi Muhammad Ali Qadiani, editor of the Review of Religions Qadian, 
throws light on the killing of Molvi Latif: 

When he returned to Kabul, he preached Ahmadya beliefs to some chiefs 
of Kabul. Out of the main beliefs which characterised the Ahmadya movement, the 
most important one is the denial of a warrior Mahdi and abrogation of Jehad. Rather 
it should be put in this way that it is the very basis of the claim of the Mirza to be the 
Promised Messiah. The Amir of Afghanistan considered anti-Jehad ideas dangerous 
to the solidarity of his country as the national integrity and cohesion of the Afghan 
society are based exclusively on the preaching of the concept of Jehad. That was the 
reason the Amir regarded the repudiation of the advent of a bloody Mahdi more than 
a theological controversy and a potential danger to his state. He secured fatwa to 
condemn the Sahibzada to death by stoning. 2 

Frank Martin, an Italian engineer serving at that time in Kabul was a witness 
to the whole event. He writes : 

'This new man, (Mima Ghulam Ahmad Qadiani), therefore, if his preaching 
was listened to, would upset Muhammadanism, and as he preached that Mussalmans 
must regard Christians as brothers, and not as infidels, this would render useless the 
Amir’s chief weapon Jehad (religious war), in case of English or Russian aggression. 

50 the Amir, when he beared of all this, sent word to the Moullah (Latif) to return, 
and the Moullah did so, preaching the new religion as he came and as soon as he was 
well within the boundaries of the country, he was made prisoner and brought to 
Kabul." 3 

The Mima exploited this incident in favour of British Imperialism and 
launched a malicious propaganda campaign against the political policies of Kabul. In 
his book TazJdratush Shahdtain, he ext o led the British Imperialism and exhorted his 
followers to extend full support to it for their own benefit and that of their Jamaat. 

At other occasions also he advised his community in the following words : 

"Just ponder, where on earth is there a heaven for you if you quit the 
patronage of British Government ? You cannot simply think of even one Government 
which will take you under its protection. Every Islamic state is gnashing its teeth for 
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cutting you to pieces because you are disbelievers and renegades in their sight- You 
should be grateful for this blessing of God i.e. British Government. You must clearly 
understand that God has established the British Government in this country for your 
good only. If a misfortune befalls this Government that will exterminate you also... 
Just try to live under any other Government and you will realize what treatment is 
meted out to you. Lend your ears to me. The British Government is a divine favour, a 
blessing of God and a shield for you. So you should be grateful for this from the very 
core of your hearts. The English are a thousand times better than our Muslim opponents 
because they do not believe that we deserve to be put to death, and they do not want to 
dishonour you. " * 

Iran: The Mirza did not actively involve himself in Iranian affairs as the Bahais had 
already launched a foreign-inspired movement in the main cities of Iran in collabora- 
tion with secret Jewish societies. However, in 1906, he published a revelation : ‘An 
upheaval took place in the palace of the Shah of Iran.’ Qadiani writers 1 2 explain that 
it represented downfall of Nasiruddin (1805' 1896) and the subsequent movemen 
launched by Iranian people for constitutional reforms (1905). Freemasonry and Jewish 
backed subversive societies played a critical role in the Iranian upheaval in early 20s 
India: The soothsayer of Oadian put forth certain prophecies about India. One ol 
them related to the Partition of Bengal. 

In 1898, Lord Curzon (1859-1925) came to India as Viceroy. In 1902, he set 
on foot a general discussion of provincial boundaries in India, affecting not only Bengal 
but also Berar, the Central Provinces, Madras, Bombay and Sind. Next year, a plan 
emerged for severing the eastern and predominantly Muslim regions of the Bengali- 
speaking areas ' and Uniting them with Asaam, creating a new province with a 
population of 31 millions, lofwhom 59 percent would beMuslim. 3 .Some Hindu Bengali 
leaders demonstrated aghinst the plan. A boycott of British goods followed as popular 
feeling became indistinguishable from religious fervor, a call by young extremists for 
the assassination of British officials as an offering to the goddess Kali gave the 
movement a revivalist characier. 

Lord Curzon refused to accede to the demand of Hindu militant organiza- 
tions for the annulment of Partition of Bengal. In August, 1906 Sir Bampfylde Fuller 
(1854-1935), Lt. Governor of the new province of East Bengal and Asaam submitted 
his resignation over Government of India’s refusal to support reprisals against 
schoolboy agitators in Serajganj. Lord Minto, the Secretary of State for India accepted 
the resignation. Hindu agitators regarded it a victory for them. Fuller was succeeded 
by Sir Lancelot Hare (1851'1922)f 


1 . Mk Oaalm Ali, Tabllqh-MWsalat . Vot X, P. 1 23 

2 Ch.Ali Muhammad, In the Company of the Promised Messiah, Uon Press, Lahore 1977, P.307 

T Pefctval Spear, The Oxford History tA Modem India, 1979, Oxford University Pres* Delhi, P.315 
Review of Religions, Oadian. vol-V No.vii July, 1906, P.82 


5 1 


Political Conspiracies 


During the Bengal unrest, the Mirza came forward with his hyperbolic 
prophecy: "Relating to the order that had been given concerning Bengal at first, they 
would be conciliated now" (February 1906). When Sir Fuller resigned, it was claimed 
that Ahmadya prophecy had been fulfilled and the official organ of Qadian jubilantly 
queried: 

‘Could any one guess six months before the resignation of Sir B. Fuller that 
the Bengali agitators would be thus conciliated '.'There were no Locbtnem who hoped 
that a Liberal Government in England may set aside the order of Partition, but no 
one ever thought of the conciliatory policy that has been adopted by the Government.’ 1 

The prophecy was interpreted in a different way when the Partition was 
annulled in 191 1. 

‘Mirza Sahib dearly indicated the reversal of the position in some future 
time... How the events shaped themselves mysteriously into the divine scheme of things 
shows the Hand of an omnipotent God, who had long foretold the final act in this 
political drama. And it came as dramatically by a proclamation in the Coronation 
Darbar held in 1911 CE. The Partition of Bengal was revoked as a gesture of 
conciliation towards the people of Bengal. How aptly the prophecy came to be fulfilled 
three years after the lifetime of Hazrat Mirza Ghulam Ahmad.’ 2 

The Partition of Bengal is an important event in the movement for a separate 
Muslim homeland. The Hindus hailed its annulment but Muslims felt disappointed. 
It was a day of mounring for them but a day of rejoicing for Hindu Bengal and the 
followers of Mirza Qadian i who saw in it the fulfilment of their prophet’s oracle. 
Muslim League: The Mirza was so deeply committed to Imperialist cause that he 
disliked the political parties of India, the Indian National Congress and the Muslim 
League alike and condemned their political programme. 3 He was equally critical of 
the Muhammadan Educational Conference, Aligarh College and the Nadwatul- 
ulema. He could never think of an Independent India free from the Imperialist 
dominance or a constitutional struggle waged by an enslaved nation for restoration of 
its basic rights. 

Boer War: The Dutch Boers who emigrated from the Cape Colony and settled in 
Natal, South Africa in 1840 waged a war against the British colonial rule in 1880 and 
valiantly resented the annexation of the country. The discovery of gold and diamonds 
in the country led to a great influx of the English and other nationalities, but the refusal 
of the Boers to grant those aliens electoral rights and privileges excited the greatest 
discontent. The Boers demanded the abolition of British suzerainty, in return for the 
grant of franchise to the aliens. Britain refused and the war broke out (1899-1900). 
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The Transvaal Boers invaded the North West of Natal but were driven back at Glencoe 
by General Symons. They then invested Lady Smith, which was being held by General 
White. The British defence of Lady Smith disrupted the Boer plan for an advance to 
the coast. Britain eventually granted self-government to Transvaal in 1906. 

Mirza Ghulam Ahmad continued to pray for the success of the British 
Imperialists in the Boer Wars. Funds were collected for the British mercenaries who 
were injured during the aggression in Transvaal. When the Boers were driven back by 
General Symons, he sent a letter of congratulation to the Punjab Government. The 
Chief Secretary to the Government of Punjab wrote to Secretary to the Government 
of India, Foreign Department, on 9 March, 1900: 

‘In connection with my letter No.54 C dated 6th March, 1900, 1 am directed 
to submit, for the information of the Government of India, a copy of the message of 
congratulations received from individuals and associations named on the margin in 
connection with the recent British success in South Africa, and to add that messages 
have been suitably acknowledged by the Lt. Governor (MacWorth Young) of Punjab: 

- Nawab Mohammad Hayat Khan, Hasan Abdal 

- Secretary, Anjuman-i-Islamia, Punjab, Lahore 

- Mirza Ghulam Ahmad, Rais of Kadian, Batata 1 

Mirza Ghulam Ahmad also sent a telegram to the Lt. Governor of the Punjab 
for onward submission to H M.the Queen Empress when the British General White 
checked the Boer advance at Lady Smith.’ 

‘I heartily congratulate Her Majesty, the Empress, for the relief of Lady 
Smith. Kindly forward this.’ 2 

On 10 February, 1900 he issued a circular to call the attention of his Jamaat 
to the Transvaal war. He advised his followers to pray for the success of the British 
Government in the war and contribute liberally for the injured. Mirza Khuda Bux was 
appointed coordinator to receive money from all Ahmadya Jamaats of India. 3 

During the papacy of Hakim Nuruddin (1908-1914), Khuda Bux wrote a 
book on Ahmadya movement in two volumes. In that book he emphatically states that 
only due to the blessings and prayers of the Promised Messiah the British defeat was 
turned into a victory in Transvaal. As he finished his prayers in a specially organized 
meeting in Qadian, Lord Robert came out victorious in the War. It is a heavenly sign. 
The British Government is requested to pay respect to the successor of the Promised 
Messiah (Moulvi Nuruddin) in order to save itself from any ensuing catastrophe. 4 
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No such sympathy for Muslims of Turkey, Sudan, Afghanistan or any other 
Muslim country was ever shown when they were killed by the British soldiers during 
naked aggression against their lands. It amply shows the political character of the 
movement. 

Japan: In 1906, Mirza Qadiani announced to have received the following dubious 
revelation from God: ‘An Eastern Power and the critical condition of Korea.’ It has 
been interpreted by his followers in the context of Russo-Japanese War of (1905-1906) 
which ended in signing of the treaty of Rortsmouth. Russia gave up half of Sakalin 
Island to Japan and recognized her suzerainty over Korea. 1 Japan annexed it in 1910. 
Russia: Another prophecy concerns Russia. It has an interesting back ground. In an 
Urdu poem, the Mirza made an oblique reference to an earth quake. To meet the 
imperative need of the poetical rhyme, he, in one of his couplets, satated, that at that 
critical time even the Czar of Russia would be in a pitiable condition. 2 This provided 
an opportunity to Qadiani writers to interpret it in terms of a prophecy for the downfall 
of the Russian Empire in 1917. It is a far-fetched and cunning explanation of a versicle. 
The Mirza during his life time always prayed for the success of Britain whenever it 
had any encounter with Russia. 3 

For Zionism: In 1897, Herzl launched Zionist movement. The immediate object of 
Zionism was to obtain from the Sultan of Turkey a legal concession or charter for the 
settlement of large number of Jews on the basis of local self Government. Three 
personal interviews of Herzl with Sultan Abdul Hamid in 1901 and 1902 respectively 
proved fruitless. Herzl wrote in his diary that Turkish officials were like sea foam; only 
their expressions were serious not their intentions. He would have to ask the British 
with whom contacts had already been established for a Jewish colony in Africa. But 
the mere suggestion of any project outside Palestine aroused violent opposition from 
Jews. The secession of number of Zionists followed and led to the establishment of 
Jewish Territorial Organization (ITO). After unsuccessful attempts to find a suitable 
territory in Cyrenaica, Canada, Australia, Mesopotamia and Angola, the ITO ceased 
to function. 

In 1903, the British Government offered the Zionist Congress a territory in 
East Africa for Jewish settlement but the offer was rejected because the majority of 
Zionists could not consider any land other than the land of Zion as their homeland. 4 

In the early years of 20th century, a movement to establish Zion m Chicago 
(USA) gained increasing popularly. The Jews of Central and Eastern Europe who 
came in large numbers to America looked to it with hope. Its moving figure was John 
Alexender Dowie. 
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Dowie emerged on the scene with an ambitious plan to establish a Zion in 
America. He called it a Kingdom of God referred to in the Old Testament. He was 
born in Edinburgh in 1847 where he studied at the University before entering the 
ministry. He was ordained in South Australia as a congressionalist and subsequently 
founded the Divine Healing Association of Australia and Nemealand. In 1888, he 
proceeded to America and organized, the Christian Apostate Church in Zion. The city 
of Zion was founded on the West Shores of Lake Michigan in Chicago and he became 
its General Overseer. He called himself ‘Elijah, the Restorer and the Promised 
Messiah.’ He started the publication of a paper called the Leaves of Healing. There 
was no theatre or dancing hall in the Zion city. Severe punishments were afflicted on 
pork eaters and wine addicts. 1 

The purpose of Zion movement was to smash every other church in existence 
in the world. The Zion Restoration Host, was organized at Shiloh Tabernacle in the 
city of Zion on Lord’s Day, 21 September, 1902. It recognized Dowie as the Messenger 
of Covenant, the prophet foretold by Moses, and Elijah, the Restorer 2 

By setting up a Kingdom of God-Zion and by playing host for its restoration 
in the religious cloak of Elijah, the Restorer, Dowie projected himself as a redeemer 
of Jews and protagonist of a new Church to the dislike of Herzelian Zionists. Zionists 
directed their Indian stooge to si art a smear campaign against him. The Mirza, at first, 
tried to engage him in religious controversies, an artful jugglery in which he specialised, 
but Dowie paid no heed to it. In 1902, he sent him a challenge calling for a prayer duel 
and predicted a calamity for his Zion. Dowie did not respond. The following year it 
was repeated more forcefully; still he cared not to reply. 3 During that time, pro-Jcwish 
circles managed to publish the Mirza’s prophecy in as many as 32 leading American 
papers and gave it stupendous publicity. Dowie cleverly evaded a spiritual contest or 
a prayer duel and did not get himself involved in any controversy with the Mirza, 

By 1905, Zionists succeeded to sabotage Dowie’s movement from within. 
Dowie was charged with misappropriation of funds. GlenVolva, his former associate, 
took control of Zion in 1906. Dowie was deposed. He died in March 1907. The Mirza 
found a good chance to claim that his prophecy had been fulfilled, 4 although Dowie 
completely ignored him and had never entered into any type of prayer duel with him. 

The Mirza failed to entrap him into theological debates or prayer duels 
meant to expose him and his movement in the eyes of the public. The utterances of 
the Mirza which received a wider publicity in America may be taken as one of the 
indirect factors in the tragic end of Dowie, besides his own follies. There was also 
another claimant of prophethood and Messiahship in Britain at that time. His name 
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was Stuart Piggol. He was not involved in any political movement. The Mirza wrote 
him a simple letter in 1902 inviting him to accept his faith. He did not launch such a 
big tirade against him. Nor did Qadiani challenge receive such a wide publicity in the 
British press. This shows that Piggot’s utterances carried no harm to the political 
interests of his masters. The Mirza could only come in the arena when the interests 
of his mentors were at stake. 

It was really a political service which Mirza Ghulam Ahmad, the Promised 
Messiah from Gentiles rendered to his Jewish masters for the cause of Zionism. 
Turkey: Support and sympathy for the Turkish Sultan began to worry the British 
Government in India by about the middle of the nineties. They felt alarmed at the 
Russio-Turkishwar of 1876-78. There was a sharp reaction in India and some Muslims 
suggested to the Sultan to forge an alliance with the Mahdi of Sudan and Iran and 
invade India. The Sultan paid little heed to the proposal. However, he was conscious 
of the support the Muslims of India could provide for Turkish cause. 1 

The British Imperialists were also disturbed lest the Amir of Afghanistan 
showed his teeth when British forces were committed against the Pathan tribes on the 
north west and there was fear of unrest in Hyderabad State, coinciding with the call 
of Jihad on the Frontier. In July 1897, Maulana Hidayat Rasul, a freedom fighter in 
Lukhnow was sentenced to an year’s imprisonment for making seditious speech at a 
public meeting while congratulating the Sultan of Turkey and Amir of Afghanistan 
on their championship of Islam. 

Sir Anthony MacDonnell, the Lt. Governor of the UP, reported the circula- 
tion of a book preaching Jihad and mentioned to the Viceroy, Lord Elgin ( 1847-1919) 
a leaflet describing the Ottoman Sultan as Amir-ul-Mominin and Padshah-i-Musal- 
manan. In the same letter he reported signs of Hindu-Muslim rapprochement in 
Rohilkhand. In a later letter, Macdonnell passed on reports that ‘Rampur is said to 
contain a large number of vigilants and Turks. 

He, in an other report says : ‘There can be no doubt that there is great 
sympathy with Turkey and that the prevalent feeling partakes of the nature of an 
Islamic revival. This I believe to be partly due to incitement from outside India and 
partly spontaneous, and I think it has been growing for sometime and is fostered in 
Muhammaden schools The Commissioner of Agra tells me that many more people 
than formerly have taken to wearing the Turkish Fez and this is perhaps a straw 
indicating how the wind is beginning to blow.’ 4 
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In Greco-Turkish war, the Muslims raised funds for the families of Turk 
soldiers and held prayers for their victory. When Greeks were defeated in Thessaly in 
1897, there were rejoicings all over India. A Muslim deputation waited on the Turkish 
Cousul General requesting him to convey their feelings to the Sultan whom the 
Muslims owed allegiance. 

As a hireling of the world Jewry, the Mirza had been sending typical material 
to Turkey through Imperialist agents and Jewish secret societies. He declared that the 
growing weaknesses of the Turkish Empire and secessionist tendencies in certain parts 
of Arab lands were divine signs for the advent of the Promised Messiah and Mahdi. 2 

In May 1897, Hussain Kami Bek, the Turk Consul, arrived in Lahore. He 
was given an historic reception at the Lahore station as he was regarded an envoy of 
the Caliph. Some influential members of the Ahmadya Jamaat of Lahore, perhaps at 
the behest of the British intelligence, proposed him to visit Qadian. The Consul agreed 
to it. In the words of Dr Busharat, he wanted to fulfil some of his political ambitions, 3 
or it was out of Pan-Islamist sentiments. He sent a letter to the Mirza and after 
receiving his consent visited Qadian. He held closed-door discussions with him. It is 
not known what discussions took place between them. However, it transpired from 
the Mirza’s subsequent outbursts that the Consul asked him to support the Sultan and 
the Turkish Empire. TheMirza outrighly rejected the proposal and in turn condemned 
the Sultan and his Caliphate. He showered ail praise upon Queen Victoria and highly 
extoled the British rule. The Muslims of India had pinned high hopes on the outcome 
of that meeting and eagerly awaited its results. The editor of the daily Nazime Hind , 
Lahore wrote a letter to the Consul enquiring about the result of the meeting. The 
Consul’s reply carried an indirect reference to the political drama the Mirza had staged 
for the British Imperialism in the name of Islam. He called the Mirza a ‘Namruri’, 
‘Shadad\ 'Satan’, an ‘arch liar’, an ‘ embodiment of deceit’, etc. 4 5 

On 24 May, 1897 the Mirza gave a reply to his letter by publishing a strongly 
worded statement in which he made it amply clear that he was oniy loyal to the British 
Government which was worthy of every respect and thankfulness under whose blessed 
rule he had been doing his ‘divine’ business. TheTurkish Government was condemned 
as an incarnation of darkness and doomed to destruction. He claimed through a 
‘revelation’ that the position of Turkish Sultan, Abdul Hamid II, as well as his 
associates, was very bad and under the circumstances they would meet a fateful end: 

A Qadiani elder gives Ahmadya viewpoint on Turkish Caliphate in the 
following words : 
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‘The Ahmadees, however, regard the claim of the Sultan of Turkey to 
Caliphate to be false and refuse to acknowledge any sort of allegiance to him. When 
Hussain Kami, the sub-consul of Turkey, paid a visit to Qadian in 1897, Ahmad told 
him in plain words that the Sultan had no title to khilafat.’ This infuriated the 
sub-consul and many other non-Ahmadis, whereupon he published an ishtihar (Public 
Notice) wherein he wrote : 

‘I have no need of the Sultan of Turkey and have no desire to see his Consul. 
For me, one Sultan is sufficient who is the true King of heaven and earth.. When the 
Sultan of Turkey is but a straw before my king, of what significance is his Consul? In 
my opinipn, however, obedience, and gratitude are due to the British Government under 
the protection of which / am carrying on this heavenly propaganda with great safety. The 
Turkish Government is now a days full of darkness and is reaping what it sowed. For 
me it is never possible to spread any truth under itsprotection. I am afraid many people 
will be displeased at this Fatwa (opinion), but this is the truth. I tried to impress this 
fact, in several ways, on the mind of the Consul who came to Qadian, that the Turkish 
Government stood blamed before God for several reasons. But I looked into his heart 
and found that he took these words very ill, and this clearly shows that Turkey will 
have no more good days, and his remarks against me on his return from Qadian are 
a clear indication of Turkey’s downfall.. I told him that now it was the will of God that 
those among the Muslims who remained separate from me would be destroyed, be 
they Kings or subjects, and I think these words pierced him like arrows. I did not speak 
from myself, but said what God had revealed to me.’ In another notice Ahmad says : 

The claim of the Sultan to be the caliph or spiritual head of the Muslim is 
only a word of mouth.’ 1 

The Muslim Press took strong note of the Mirza's filthy language and critical 
remarks against the Sultan, and his eulogy for British Imperialism. The daily Sitvj ul 
Akhbar, Jhelum, stated that Mirza Qadiani was not only an enemy of Muslim ulema 
but also an arch enemy of Islamic brotherhood and Muslims of the world. As 
Gladestonewasthe bitter opponent of Turkey in Britain, similarly Mirza Qadiani was 
a staunch enemy of the Turkish Caliphate in India. 

In January, 1904, the Mirza prophesized : 

‘The Turks shall be defeated in the land hard by but after the defeat they 
shall defeat (their foes)’ 2 The propaganda against Turkey was intensified during these 
years by Qadianis and other non-Muslim agencies. It ultimately became one of the 
factors responsible for the dismemberment of the Caliphate. By 1908, the You ng Turks 
backed by the Jews and Freemasons came to power in Turkey. 
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An Overview: The sum and substance of the anti-Isiamic Ahmadya movement 
launched by the shrewd son of a pro-British Mughal land lord was to serve the political 
interests of British colonialism and to perpetuate their rule in India. It provided a 
discreet support to the Jewish militant nationalist movement that took shape at the 
close of 20th century with the active collaboration of European powers. Basically, the 
movement was political in nature mistaken as only a religious heresy. Nevertheless it 
infused the elements of neo-Judaism in the body politic of Islam and created a new 
Ummah on the basis of false prophethood. 

Through his alloged prophethood, the Mirza declared all Muslims as infidels 
even if they recited Kalima. It was a virtual abrogation of Kafima and a sinister attempt 
to claim superiority over the Holy Prophet Hazrat Muhammad (p.b.o.h.) 

To segregate the Muslims from his followers, he strictly prohibited the 
marriage of a Muslim with an Ahmadi girl. It was one of his strongest commands as 
allegedly ‘revealed to him by God. 1 He prohibited his followers in joining daily prayers 
with Muslims. Similarly offering of funeral prayers of non Ahmadis (even of a child) 
was forbidden. 2 

Qadian was declared to be a sanctum sanctorum to alienate his followers 
from Mecca and Madina in a deceitful manner. It was called the Holy Kaaba 
(Arz-i-Harem) and Median-ul-Nabi (the city of the prophet). The Mirza visualized its 
name written in the Holy Quran. The annual gatherings in Qadian during the Xmas 
week was a Zilli Haj for Ahmadis. The Mirza founded the Cemetery of Paradise 
(Bahishti Maqbara) in Qadian. Only those Ahmadis could find burial place in it who 
had bequeathed one-tenth of their belongings to the Qadiani exchequer. He extended 
the ‘mosque’ built by his father in Qadian and called it the real Masjid-i-Aqsa 
mentioned in the Holy Quran. 

The British naturally had great sympathy with a movement which fulfilled 
their political ends and created disintegration in the Muslim society. Secret funds were 
made available to the organization through indirect channels to let it grow and keep 
its impact felt. It is strongly believed that besides some religious enthusiasts, a group 
of prolific writers was placed at the disposal of the organization by the British to save 
the nascent movement from a debacle which otherwise could have taken place due to 
absurdities and stupidities of the over-zealous British proxy. Under the religious cover 
Qadiani missionaries were planted in Arab lands and the British colonies to carry out 
political works in accordance with the direction of the British diplomatic missions. 

The movement bears great similarity with Bahaism, another Jewish- backed 
political movement openly declaring itself against Islam. Both these movements had 
powerful missions in Israel. Ahmadyat sprang from Sunni community of India and 
Bahaism from Shia Iran. Bahaullah (d.1892) abrogated Islam and claimed to be a 
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manifestation of God. The Mirza cleverly projected his image as a prophet and a 
saviour and rode roughshod over Islamic precepts. He deceitfully distorted the 
Quranic verses by interpolating his Punjabi-oriented Arabic sentences in it. Both 
claimed divine inspirations. Baha astutely rejected the doctrine of finality of 
prophethood, the Mirza hypocritically changed its meaning to make room for his 
heretical claims. The former openly revolted against Islam and the latter employed a 
cloak and dagger policy. Both hated Christian dogma but loved its mentors and 
Imperialism. They had same set of interpretations regarding the miracles of Jesus. 
Both claimed to be the Promised Messiah, and the Future Redeemer of mankind. 
Both threw challenges of writing Arabic under revelationary spell. Baha wrote Ikan 
in one night and the Mirza gave his revelationary address in one sitting 1 in 1900. There 
are many other points of similarity which establish the identical character of these 
movements. Politically both Baha and the Mirza were Western emissaries and Jewish 
agents. They abrogated Jehad, praised the European expansionism, condemned the 
world of Islam and preached servile submission to an alien rule. 2 They worked for 
the downfall of the Ottoman Empire and prophecized an ill-fate for the Turk Caliph. 
They predicted establishment of a Jewish state in Palestine and worked for it with 
devotion and zeal. The Mirza prayed for the prosperity and long life of his god mother, 
Queen Victoria and Bahaullah showered praise on his czarist mentors. His son Abdul 
Baha welcomed the British mandatory system in Palestine enforced at the end of First 
World War and earned Knighthood. Both of them looked to Imperialism and its by 
product Zionism for their betterment and survival and are still engaged in dirty works 
under the Imperialists-Zionist tutelage. 
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HAKIM NUR4JDDIN, THE Demi-god 
( 1908 - 1914 ) 

On 26 May, 1908 Mirza Ghulam Ahmad died of chronic dysentery 1 at 
Lahore, allegedly in a despicable state in a lavatory. After his death his chief 
accomplice, Hakim Nuruddin Bhairvi, ascended the gaddi of Qadian as successor of 
the ‘Promised Messiah.’ 

The Hakim (1841-1914) was a physician by profession. He studied medicine 
and theology in India and spent some time (1865-66) in Mecca. He belonged to a 
barber’s family of Bhera, a tehsil of district Sargodha, west Punjab. In 1876, he 
managed to secure the job of a court physician in the darbar of Maharaja Ranbir Singh 
of Kashmir. Lala Mathra Das, a Hindu police officer of the State, and Dewan Kirpa 
Ram, the famous Kashmir historian, helped him get the job. 2 In 1877 he attended the 
Darbar at Delhi where Queen Victoria was proclaimed the Empress of Delhi. 

The Hakim was a very shrewd and clever person. He maintained close 
relations with the British officers who visited Kashmir at different occasions and 
developed friendship with some of them. The British Government employed him as 
an informer and relied on his information on the activities of Kashmir darbar. 

At the close of the 19th century, the British were alarmed at the Russian 
activities in Central Asia. The Hakim kept a close watch on the bear hugs of Ranbir 
Singh who aspired to get rid of British domination in collaboration with the Czarist 
Russia. 

To seek Russian help, the Maharaja sent a four-man mission to Russia. Two 
of his emissaries, including the leader, were murdered on the way, probably by the 
powerful spyring of the British agents active in Central Asia and the letter they carried 
from the Maharaja to Russian authorities in Tashkent vanished with them. The 
survivors, Abdul Rahman Khan and Sarfraz Khan reached Tashkent in November, 
1865. They were received by General Chemayev to whom they conveyed a declaratibn 
of friendship and enquired what might by expected of the. Russians. The mission did 
not achieve any success because the Czarist Government was not interested in 
promoting the cause of national liberation in India. 3 A second mission from Maharaja 
Ranbir Singh of Kashmir, headed by Baba Karam Prakash, reached Tashkent in 1870 
to seek military help from Russia. It also faded to achieve any success. 4 

After the death of Ranbir Singh, Partap Singh (1885-1925) ascended the 
throne of Kashmir. He was the eldest son of Ranbir Singh. Ram Singh was younger 
than him and Amar Singh was the youngest of the three. According to the Treaty of 
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Amirstsar, Partap Sing wanted to keep his absolute position over all affairs of the 
State. The British Government was, however, determined to exert its paramountcy by 
appointing a Resident in Kashmir who was supposed to check the Russian expan- 
sionism and see improvements in internal conditions of the State. The Maharaja had 
to accept the position. Sir Oliver St. John was the first Resident, followed by Plowden 
and Col. Parry Nisbet. Soon after his appointment.Nisbet claimed to possess certain 
letters which Partab Singh allegedly wrote to Czarist Russia. London and Calcutta 
reacted sharply over it and decided to annex the State. Amar Singh, who in collabora- 
tion with Col. Nisbet, worked behind the scene to acquire power, forced Partab Singh 
to sign a letter of abdication. 1 

Hakim Nuruddin worked as an agent of the British Resident and a confidant 
of Amar Singh. He was actively involved in the court intrigues. 2 The British would 
have safely annexed the State had a curious development not taken place at that time. 
The course of events took a different turn when the newspaper Amrit Bazar Patrika, 
Calcutta which represented nationalist ideas, first published an autographed copy of 
the letter from Partap Singh to the Viceroy denying all allegations against him. In the 
second instance, the paper published a top secret note of the British Foreign Secretary 
to the Government of India regarding the annexation of borderline states. The British 
Government planned to annex Gilgit at the initial stage. Sufi Amba Parsad, an Indian 
nationalist, who posed himself deaf and dumb and got himself employed with the 
British representative, stole the secret documents and handed them over to the paper 
for publication. Two members of the British Parliament, William Digbyand Bradlaugh 
wrote several articles in defence of the Maharaja. 3 At last the British Government was 
forced to abandon its decision of annexation of the State. 

Nuruddin exerted considerable influence over Amar Singh. He convinced 
him that collaboration with the British was a pre-requisite to attain power. Nuruddin 
also hatched another plot which was meant to establish British control in Kishtwar 
but the plan was subsequently dropped by the British Political Department. Muharrum 
Ali Chishti, who edited a paper, Rafiq-e-Hind , Lahore, after his expulsion from 
Kashmir, was also involved in the plot. 4 

The British established a Council to rule over Kashmir in 1889. The Council 
comprised Ram Singh, Amar Singh, a British Officer, Pandit Suraj Kaul and Pandit 
Bhag Ram. The entire administration was in the hands of Amar Singh who presided 
over the Council until 1891 when Partap Singh himself became the President. Suraj 
Kaul hated the Hakim for his clandestine activities and collaboration with the British 
Resident. However, as soon as Partab Singh became President of the Council and 
Amar Singh its Vice President, he issued order of immediate expulsion of the Hakim 
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from the State. He had to leqve the State within 24 hours. Hence this notorious court 
intriguer cum British agent hurriedly packed off to his native town Bhera. Afterwards 
he settled down in Qadian. Raja Amar Singh continued to make contacts with him 
and secretly wrote him letters even after that incident and held him in esteem. 1 

Sheikh Yaqub Ali Qadiani says that opponents of Hakim Nuruddin accused 
him of hatching a political conspiracy to install Maharaja Amar Singh on the throne 
in place of Partab Singh. That was the reason of his expulsion from the State. 2 Mirza 
Mahmud maintains that the Hakim wanted to convert Amar Singh to Islam. Partab 
Singh came to know of it. 3 At the time of expulsion, the Hakim was under a heavy 
debt of two lac of rupees. Raja Amar Singh sanctioned a big business contract to a 
Hindu businessman and managed to pay his debt out of its profit. 4 

The Hakim became the first successor of Mirza Qadiani in 1908 and was 
called the counterpart of Hazrat Abu Bakar Sidique, the first caliph of Islam. Hardly 
an year passed, a tug of war started between him and the members of Sadr Anjuman 
Ahmadya, the central body responsible to administer the community’s affairs, which 
ultimately resulted in a split. He, very cunningly managed the whole affairs. Influential 
Qadianis condemned and despised him in private meetings and called him an 
autocratic head of the community. He won the confidence of the Miiza family and a 
few members of Sadre Anjuman Ahmadya. He led a miserable life and passed his last 
days in great distress and mental agony. 

The Great Game: The Hakim, like the Mirza, fully supported British Imperialism and 
international Zionism. During the period of his papacy many political events took 
place in India and abroad. The annulment of the Partition of Bengal (1911) and the 
affairs of the Balkans brought dissatisfaction amongst the Muslims of India. In the 
year 1908, the international Zionist conspiracy against the Turkish Empire reached 
its apex. The German, French, Russian and British Imperialists had already been 
planning to enter the prospective power vacuum which they expected to be created 
after the much awaited dissolution of the Ottoman Empire. IfTurkey were to collapse, 
Britain would have to protect her own military and economic lines of communication 
with India where half the British Army was stationed. The Suez Canal had to be 
defended. The only way of ensuring this was for Britain to control Syria and Arabia. 5 
To get best of the situation, the Imperialist and Zionist spies intensified their activities 
in parts of Europe and Asia. Phillip Knightley and Colin Simpson throw light on the 
Imperialist Game : 

"Generations of young English men working from Delhi, Lahore, Kabul, 
Tehran, Tabriz, and Samarkand played The Great Game for King, country, 
and the safety of India, Kipling wrote of it in Kim, but the truth was equally 
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fascinating. Eric Newby described how, in the abandoned offices of the 
British Consulate in Meshed, in the province of Khorasan in north east 
Persia, in 1956, he found a map of Central Asia heavily marked in coloured 
pencil and on some sand dunes in Kara Kum desert, well inside Russian 
territory, the mystic inscription ‘Captain X, July 1984." 1 
It was precisely the same time when the Zionist conspiracy against the 
Turkish Empire was at its climax. D.G. Hogarth, the notorious political intelligence 
officer, motivated Lawrence of Arabia to spy for the Empire by making a tour of 
Arabia. Lawrence, an illegitimate son of an Anglo Irish baronet, with the help of other 
agents went on a secret trip to Sinai desert to draw some important maps. It was 
obvious that whoever controlled Sinai could definitely control the Suez Canal. But the 
Turks were not allowing the British agents to spy so Lawrence and his friend Leonard 
Woolley sought the Jewish help. They pretended to be interested in exploring the Sinai 
as scholars for the Palestine Exploration Fund. Captain S.F.NewCombe of the British 
Engineering Corpse did military work. They undertook spy missions on the directions 
of the British Agency in Cairo. 2 

Espionage Mission: In September 1912, the Hakim sent an espionage mission to 
Arabia. It comprised Mirza Mahmud Ahmad, Mir Nasir Nawab, Mahmud’s maternal 
grandfather and an Arab. The Hakim had been cleverly preparing Mirza Mahmud to 
takehis place in future. This coterie had already founded a society ‘ Ansarullah’ in order 
to use it against Sadre Anjuman Ahmadya and to grab power in the days to come. 
Abdul Mohy Arab of Iraq, a British agent settled in Qadian, was the third member of 
the mission. 

Before his departure for Hejaz, Jerusalem and Egypt, Mirza Mahmud main- 
tained that he would be undertaking the journey with a view of opening new horizons 
of propagation of Ahmadyat, 3 besides there are certain other reasons which may not. 
be proper to mention, 4 he emphasized. 

On 26 October, 1912 Mirza Mahmud and Abdul Mohy Arab reached Port 
Saeed and held discussions with the British secret agents. After a short stay, they 
moved from Egypt to Mecca. Mir Nasir joined them at Jeddah. They started their 
religo-political activities by propagating main Ahmadya beliefs like abrogation of 
Jehad, Messiahship and prophethood of the Mirza and loyalty to the British. When 
the Arabs came to know that the son of a Qadiani impostor had been inviting them 
to the false prophethood in the Holy City of Mecca, they strongly protested to the 
Administration and demanded their immediate expulsion from the city. Tarikh-e-Ah- 
madyat says the people pointed towards Mirza Mahmud and called him the son of 
Qadiani, whenever he passed by. Mir Ibrahim Sialkoti, the famous Ahle-Hadith 
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scholar was in Mecca on pilgrimage in the sameyear. He, and one Mr Khalid of Bhopal 
exposed the Qadiani mission which stayed in Mecca for 20 days. 

The mission made close contacts with the native agents and held frequent 
meetings with them. Mirza Mahmud also called on the Sharif of Mecca, 1 who was 
preparing to rise against the Turks and proved to be the loyal British agent at the time 
of the First World War. The Turk Intelligence got alarmed at the underground 
political activities of the Qadiani mission. The police made all efforts to apprehend 
them but they were fortunate to escape arrest. Mirza Mahmud gives an account of his 
activities in Hejaz: 

"I (Mirza Mahmud) started Tabligh (preaching) there (Mecca) and God 
mercifully protected me. In the year 1912, the influence of the Turkish Government 
was insignificant in Hejaz. Since the King of Hejaz is under the British influence these 
days (1921) and it is not possible to maltreat Indians, but in those days (1912) they 
could arrest any one whom they suspected. Despite all, I openly preached (Qadiani 
beliefs) there. When we had left the house where we were putting up to leave for 
(India) that house was raided the next day. The owner of the house was arrested on 
the charge that a suspect resided there." 2 

Lawrence of Qadlan: The same year (September, 1912) the Hakim sent Khawaja 
Kamaluddin, an important member of Sadar Anjuman Ahmadya to England. He set 
up a mission at Woking and planned his political activities on the directions of the 
British Foreign Office and the World Zionist Organization (WZO). 

The three-man spy mission returned from Hejaz and submitted a report to 
the Hakim. In the light of the Report on Arab countries, the Hakim sent Zainul Abdin 
Waliullah Shah and Sheikh Abdul Rahman to Egypt on 26 July, 1913 under the cover 
of Ahmadya missionaries with the object of working with the British Intelligence, 
Cairo. In June, 1913 he sent Ch. Fateh Muhammad Sayal and Sheikh Noor Ahmad 
to Britain to assist Khawaja Kamaluddin in his work. 3 In those days, the British Agency, 
Cairo had been recruiting a number of agents and posting them in Syria, Arabia and 
Iraq. Christian missionaries also spread their tentacles in Arab lands. Christian 
evangelists, particularly Dr Zwemmer, a militant Christian missionary, went to Arabia 
in 1913 with the agent of the Bible Society from Cairo 4 to explore the possibility of 
setting up a mission there. 

As stated earlier, Lawrence of Arabia, the notorious British spy, was actively 
involved in obtaining military Intelligence in Sinai Deserts with the Zionist aid. He 
recommended to the British to extend support to the Sharif of Mecca who planned to 
rise in revolt against the Turk. 5 The British realized that the end of the Turk rule in 
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the Holy Places would prove fatal to their ascendancy in Arabia. The Muslims would 
presumably shift their allegiance to the new ruler who would assume power and be 
the guardian of the Holy Places. 

Zainul Abdin and Abdul Rahman reached Egypt in 1913. They were briefed 
in the Office of General Kitchner, the British Resident in Egypt. For a few months, 
they worked for the British Intelligence Cairo which was actively engaged in support- 
ing Arab nationalists to revolt against Turkey. Abdul Rahman (Misri) stayed in Cairo 
and Waliullah left for Beirut, where he, besides acquiring knowledge of Arabic, 
‘developed contacts with young Arab students.’ 1 The pro-Turk movement started in 
India had already created a feeling of friendship for Indian Muslims in the hearts of 
Turks. Waliullah exploited it for his nefarious purpose and secured the post of 
lectureship in the Salahuddin Ayubi College, Jerusalem. He was then transferred to 
Damascus as Vice Principal, Sultania College. He actively worked for the British 
interests in Beirut, Syria and Jerusalem in all those crucial days when Arab revolt was 
in the offing. 

Muhammad Munir-ul-Qadri , a well known Syrian scholar, has given an 
explicit account of the Ahmadya conspiracies on the eve of the First World War in his 
famous book entitled Al Qadianiyah: 

‘It can be said with utmost responsibility that conniving at Qadiani activities 
will prove highly dangerous for the Muslims, especially overlooking their spying 
activities. It was at the time of First World War, that the British Imperialists sent a 
Qadiani (agent) to the Ottoman Empire whose name was Waliullah Zainul Abdin. 
He pretended to be a Muslim and well wisher of the Turkish Empire. The Turks fell 
victim to his deception. They sent him to Jamal Pasha, the Commander of the 5th 
Army Division who gave him an appointment in the Qudas University. Afterwards 
when the English Army entered into Syria (under General Allenby) during the War, 
the said Waliullah Zainul Abdin at once joined them.’ 2 
Massalih-uI-Arab 

In order to make British War policy a success, two new papers were launched 
on the directive of Nuruddin. Khawaja Kamaluddin started the Muslim India and 
Islamic Review from Britain for distribution in America, Africa and Europe. 3 Abdul 
Mohy Arab brought out a weekly supplement in Arabic to the existing Badar^ Qadian. 
The paper was sent to highly placed officials of Egypt, Hejaz, Iraq, the Arab lands, 
Iran etc. It was named Massalih-uI-Arab (Arab Affairs) after a revelation of Mirza 
Ghulam Ahmad. It projected Imperialist point of view and discreetly served the 
Zionist cause. The Arab Bureau, Cairo also published anAiab Bulletin with the similar 
object in view. It was edited by Cornwallis, an Egyptian civil servant. European 
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diplomatic missions, clandestine Jewish organizations and freemason circles dis- 
tributed massive literature against Turkey in the Middle East and some parts of 
Europe. 

The Balkan War proved disasterous for Turkey. Khawaja Kamaluddin, the 
London Missionary, addressed an An Epistle to the Turks 1 Referring to the Mirza’s 
prophecy regarding the downfall and dismemberment of the Turkish Empire, he 
emphasized that Hazrat Ahmad’s prophecy had been fulfilled which he had foretold 
nine years ago. 2 The other part of the prophecy, says Mirza Mahmud, related to their 
temporary success caused by the quarrel that suddenly erupted between the victors 
and the other states. The defeated Turkish army advanced and within a few days 
captured Adrianople with all the territory adjoining it from which they had apparently 
been expelled for ever. Thus was this wonderful prophecy brought to fulfilment. 3 
Caliphate Issue: The Muslims of the subcontinent zealously supported the Turks in 
the Balkan Wars (1911-13). Several Turks visited India on various missions during 
these days. Kama! Omar Bey and Adnan Bey came to India on behalf of Turkish Red 
Crescent Society and met leading Muslims to gain their support. Samey Bey also came 
on that mission but was identified by the Indian Intelligence as an emissary of Young 
Turks. His brother Ashrif Bey went to Egypt for obtaining support for Turks and was 
arrested. Afghanistan was the centre of political activities of Indian revolutionaries. 
A leading paper of Kabul, Sirajul Akhbar expressed deep sympathy for Turkey and 
Asserted that India was ‘darul harb.’ 4 

The issue of Tu rkish Caliphate had little significance for Qadianis. They had 
the British King as their temporal head and Khalifa Nuruddin as the religious head. 
According to the Qadiani belief Sultan of Turkey was a heretic (Kafir) whose 
Caliphate was a 'farce.’ The Promised Messiah had already prophecized that his 
Empire would doom to crumble. 

During the Balkan War, some ulema made appeals to the Muslims of India 
to forgo sacrifices of animals on the occasion of Eid ul Azha and subscribe the money 
to the Turkish fund. Hakim Nuruddin criticized the proposal and issued a ‘fatwa’ 
against it in December, 19 12. 5 The ‘fatwa’ was not liked even by some Ahmadis. 
AlFazl launched: The malicious propagade campaign against the Turkish Caliphate 
was intensified in 1913 when the Muslim press specially the/1/ Hilal, Calcutta and 
Zamindar, Lahore wrote convincing articles in favour of Turkey. To project Im- 
perialists point of view, Mirza Mahmud, on his return from the Middle East, launched 
a paper AlFazl Qadian which became the official organ of the community in sub- 
sequent years. 
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Mirza Mahmud says : 

‘The year 1913 was marked by two important events. On my return from the 
Haj, 1 was much impressed by the need for strengthening the press at Qadian. This 
need was suggested to me by Molvi Abul Kalam Azad’s paper Al Hilal which was 
largely subscribed to by Ahmadis so that there was reason to apprehend that some 
Ahmadis might be influenced by the poisonous writings of that paper. Accordingly I 
bestirred myself for the purpose and secured the permission of Hazrat Khalifatul 
Masih for the publication of a new paper from Qadian, which, in addition to religious 
matters, should contain matters of general interest, and thus enable Ahmadis to satisfy 
their needs for religious as well as general reading from the organ of the Movement.’ 1 
Cawnpore Mosque Agitation: The Cawnpore mosque affair (August 1913) is a mile- 
stone in the history of our independence movement. The immediate cause of the 
protest was Muslim resentment over the demolition of a bath attached to the mosque. 
The Muslims of India became highly excited over the demolition of a bath attached 
to a mosque in Cawnpore. The men who lost their lives in the riot in connection with 
this affairs were acclaimed as shahids (religious martyrs). Virulent articles were 
published in the public organs against the action of the Government. 

Qadian Jamat justified Government action and extended full support to it 2 . 
Alfazl wrote articles to pacify religious sentiments of Indian Muslims. Hakim Nurud- 
din also supported the Government action and condemned and accursed the agitators 
of disturbing the peace. He explained that the baths did not form part of a mosque 
and that those who were engaged in agitation over the affair were wrong and were in 
fact acting hypocritically. 3 4 

Molvi Muhammad Ali, who afterwards became the head of Lahore Jamat 
wrote three articles in the Paigham-e-Sulh Lahore, in favour of Muslim demands over 
Cawnpore agitation. The Hakim strongly disapproved of them. A reply to the articles 
appeared in AlFazl, Qadian. It was one of the causes of split in the Qadian Com- 
munity. 

The Lahore Ahmadya community made efforts to come closer to the Muslim 
political aspirations. Its organ Paigham-i-Sulh carried articles in favour of Turkish 
Caliphate and softened its policy over religious issues with the view to bringing 
Ahmadya back into the mainstream of Islam. Perhaps, it was Paigham as the first 
newspaper to come to support Maulana Zafar Ah Khan, when he was served with 
ext eminent orders on 17 October, 1914. It called the Punjab press to support Maulana 
Zafar Ali. Again, at the end of May 1915, the paper supported Ali Brothers. Support 
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was also extended to the Muslim cause during the Khilafat days. While Qadian group 
continued to stress their unflinching loyalty to the Government and non involvement 
in the political affairs. 1 : v / 

In March 1914, the Hakim died leaving a divided Ahmadya community to 
choose a new head for them. He, in fact, desired Miiza Mahmud, his bhie-eyed boy to 
succeed him. The liberal group and elders of Sadre Anjuman Ahmadya already knew 
about it. Due to their stiff resistance he could neither expel the ‘mischief mongers* 
from Qadian nor dared to install Mirza Mahmud on Qadian throne during his lifetime. 
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After the death of Hakim Nuruddtn, the spark of discontent and dissention 
which had been slowly smouldering for the last six years (1908-14) burst into flames. 
Mir Nasir Nawab, Mir Ishaque and the Ansarullah party installed Mirza Mahmud to 
power after a show of strength and goondaism unparalled in the history of the 
community. The Hakim, who exercised authoritarianism in the capacity of Khalifa of 
the community wanted Mirza Mahmud to be his successor 1 although he knew the 
moral weakness of ‘the son of his prophet.’ When Mirza Mahmud was a student and 
an adolescent, some very immoral and shameful incidents were attributed to him. 2 
One of them was the offence of adultery which he said to have committed. A few close 
disciples of Mirza Ghulam Ahmad discussed in their private meetings the ‘immoral’ 
acts of this alleged transsexual. Mirza Ghulam Ahmad also came to know of it. Unlike 
solving the problem through his revelation, he appointed a commission 3 to inquire 
into the incident of adultery. Nuruddin realized the gravity of situation. He cleverly 
bought over a witness and prevailed upon others to be lenient as it indirectly involved 
the prestige of the Promised Messiah. The matter was hushed up for want of four 
witnesses required to prove the offense of adultery in Islamic law. 

After becoming head of the community, the Hakim faced an opposing Sadr 
Anjuman Ahmadya. Some of its members criticized him openly for his over-powering 
attitude. The question whether the Anjuman or the Caliph is the successor of the 
Promised Messiah was frequently discussed by a group of Qadianis in 1909. This 
dissident group was later known as Lahore group after the split in 1914. This group 
maintained that the Mirza, in his last Will (Alwasiyat, 1905) gave a set up to run the 
community. In this context, he founded Sadre Anjuman Ahmadya, Qadian (1906) as 
an executive body. Its decisions were normally final and binding. 4 The other group led 
by Mirza Mahmud and assisted by Mir Nasar Nawab and Mir Ishaque, his maternal 
grandfather and uncle respectively undermined the Anjuman. A party known as' 
Ansarullah was founded to keep on with false and malicious propaganda against the 
dissident group condemned as Khawaja Kamaluddin and party. ' The internal rivalry 
bogged down to the questioning of prophethood of the Mirza, Kufr (heresy) of 
non Ahmadis and allied matters. Both groups extensively quoted from the writings of 
the Mirza in support of their claims. It is funny that each one of them deduced whatever 
was liked from the ambiguous writings and vague revelations of Mirza Ghulam 
Ahmad. 
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In the life time of the Hakim (end of 1913), two anonymous tracts vajzharui 
Haque I and [I appeared from Lahore. The writer discussed issues like Ahmadya 
caliphate, powers of the Anjuman, high handedness of the Hakim and his cynical 
behaviour towards senior members of the community. Allegations and counter 
allegations were levelled against oneanother by different groups of the community. 
The Paigham-e-Sulh, Lahore represented Lah ore Jam at and AlFazt, Qadian voiced the 
Qadiani Jamat’s feelings. The Hakim saw the game with great sorrow and helplessness. 
He was then lying sick in bed. 1 In extreme distress he wrote a letter to Khawaja 
Kamaluddin (then in England) and lamented: 

That his integrity is at stake. He is charged with misappropriating money.’ 
Then he remarked: "Nawab Muhammad Ali (of Maler Kotla the Mirza’s son in law), 
Mir Nasir and Mirza Mahmud Ahmad are worthless people whose zeal is misplaced. 

I am plagued by them. May Allah rid of them, Amen! (26 November, 1913). 2 Earlier, 
in another letter to Dr Muhammad Hussain, he said, ‘The Mian Sahib is sickly and 
squeamish, week of heart and shaky. Small wonder, then if he should fly into passion. 
You are a medical man. Can’t you understand this? A long suffering sick man becomes 
irascrible and ill-tempered. No proof on him; it can, however, be on you. May Allah 
be pleased with you all! Amen! (9 May, 1913)’. 3 At others he admonished and insulted 
the Lahore members to assert his position. 4 5 Any how, after the death of the Hakim, 
Mirza Mahmud and his party enacted an election drama in Qadian. An unprecedented 
show of strength and rowdyism was put up by the Ansarullah. Those who rose up to 
say a few words were mewed and shouted down. Mirza Mahmud carried the day. 
Telegrams were sent to the British Government and all branches of the Anjuman were 
informed accordingly. He was 25 at that time. 

The British Imperialists certainty sympathized with Mirza Mahmud and 
recognized him an heir apparent to the ‘throne.’ The clique that wielded real power 
behind the scene had close links with some senior British officers. Also Mahmud had 
already proved his worth by writing against the Muslim struggle movement that was 
going on at that time in India and by undertaking a spy mission in the Middle East 
during the period of the Hakim’s ascendency. The British wirepullers knew that a 
young and docile head of the community could tow their line better. 

Condemnation of Arabs World : During the 1st World War, Qadian strongly con- 
demned the Turkish Caliphate. To appease Zionist masters and strengthen his 
position, Mirza Mahmud extended full support to the British with men and money in 
the 1st World War. A malicious propaganda campaign was launched in India and 
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abroad as Turkey sided with Germany against the Allies. Its immediate downfall and 
dismemberment were predicted. 

Tarikh-e-Ahmadyat says: He (Mirza Mahmud) wrote a pamphlet in Arabic 
entitled Al Dinut Haye (A living Religion) for wider distribution in the Arab World. 
It contained Mirza Ghulam Ahmad’s prophecy concerning the downfall of theTurkish 
Empire. He invited the Muslim world to accept Hazrat Mirza ’s prophethood. 1 Zionist 
circles managed to disseminate this pamphlet in many Middle East countries. Certain 
Oadianis equipped with anti-Turk literature visited the Muslim countries to carry out 
subversive activities on the directive of the British Imperialists and their Zionist 
collaborators. 

First World War: The First World War lasted for four years (1914-18) without any 
intermission. In the beginning it was a war among a few states of Europe. Gradually 
it absorbed almost the whole of the human race. Turkey was tricked to come in on 
the side of Germany, followed by Austria and Hungary in November 1914 and Bulgaria 
in October, 1915. 

A day before World War I broke out in the East, the Turks signed a secret 
alliance with the Germans. But for three months they did not enter the War. The 
German resolved to end the shilly shallying. Anchored off Constantinople were two 
warships the Germans had sold to the Turks. Without a word to Enver Pasha, the 
Turk Commander, the German ordered the ships with their German crews into the 
Black Sea to bombard the Russian coast. The trick worked. Russia first and then rest 
of the Allies declare^ war on the Ottoman Empire. Against the four powers ultimately 
stood almost 15 powers of the world. Britain played a peculiar role in the War as a 
leading colonial power. 2 

Mirza Mahmud wrote an article on 9 November, 1914 on the entry of Turkey 
into the World War on German side. He called Turkey’s declaration of war against 
the Allies as ‘an act committed without any reason’ and forcefully announced ‘the end 
of the socalled Caliphate of Turk Khalifatul Muslim iq in accordance with theprophecy 
of the Promised Messiah.’ 3 He proved himself an outspoken and outstanding cham- 
pion of Great Britain and offered his moral support and considerable financial aid 4 
to the Imperialist War Fund-Indian Imperial Relief Fund. 

Qadiani community, although less in number was united in their loyalty to 
the British Raj. Alfazl called on all Muslims to be loyal to the Government. Total 
disappearance of theTurkish Empire and its obliteration from Europe and Asia were 
predicted by Qadiani community from time to time during the War. 

The Government of India was constantly afraid that Turkey’s call for a Jehad 
against the British infidels might lead to a revolt among the Indian Muslims. If 
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combined with an invasion of north west India from the warrior Kingdom of Afghanis 
tan, this would mean the creation of a new war front at a time when much of the Indian 
Army had been sent to fight in the Middle East and France. Almost the entire British 
bureaucracy in India including the Viceroy, Lord Chelmsford, feared that the Hejaz 
rising might be precisely the catalyst to precipitate such troubles since the Indian 
Muslims were believed to rever the Sultan of Turkey. 1 This fear was aggravated by 
the weakening in Russia’s military position which involved a danger that the Turkish 
forces in Persia would be able to fight their way through to Afghanistan. In that case. 
Sir Beauchamp Duff, the Commander in Chief of the Indian Army, was convinced that 
Afghanistan would enter the World War on the side of Germany and Turkey. 

During their expansionist moves, the British Imperialists tried to dispel the 
Muslim fears that any harm could be done to the Holy Places. British Prime Minister 
Asquith assured to defend these places against all invaders as a part of their foreign 
policy. 2 Qadiani prayed for the British control over the Holy Places and it was 
emphasized that under the British control these places would be free from molestation 
during the War. 

The Review of Religions, Qadian, found a confirmation of the Surah ‘AlfiT 
in the Promise of Great Britain to defend the holy places in Arabia against an attack: 

‘But the God of Kaaba, who in His Holy Book has made a promise for its 
protection against the all invaders, had on this occasion moved the Ministers of one 
of these Christian powers to make the solemn promise at the very outbreak of the war 
that not only they themselves could refrain from attacking the holy places of Muslims, 
but they would protect them against every invader. If ever any statesman spoke under 
divine inspiration, it was the Premier of Great Britain, who made the above declara- 
tion. While thanking him for this announcement of his, we assure him that if ever Cheat 
Britain be called upon to fight any in vader of the holy city of Mecca, God will be with 
Great Britain, and will fight the enemy as He fought the forces of Abraha in the year 
of the Holy Prophet’s birth.’ 3 4 

Qadiani agents volunteered their services to the British. Although not large 
in number in 1915, some of them joined the intelligence agencies and were sent to the 
Middle East with the British Army Units to undertake spying activities. Mirza 
Muhammad Sharif Khan Qadiani, a Pay Havaldar in Border Military, Peshawar was 
promoted as Sub Inspector Police by Graxon, the Superintendent Police, Peshawar for 
working as spy. He was sent to the Persian Gulf to check the flow of arms into 
Baluchistan Coast by the tribesmen. He returned successful and became ‘thanidar’ in 
Peshawar Police. Graxon also promoted another Qadiani Mirza Nasir Ahmad as 
Sub Inspector Police and sent him to the Persian Gulf for espionage activities? 
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A few British agents under the cover of Ahmadya missionaries spied on the 
Revolutionaries who had been active for the cause of an independent Indian Republic 
in London, Paris, Berlin and Tokyo. At the time of the War, a Programme to liberate 
India was prepared by Sheikhul Hind Maulana Mahmud-ul-Hassan. He left for Hejaz 
in order to make contacts with the Turks. 1 After his meeting with Enver Pasha 
(1881-1922) and Jamal Pasha (1861-1922) he was detained by Sharif of Mecca’s men 
when they rose in revolt against the Turks and handed him over to the British who 
interned him in Malta between 1917-1920. One of his aides, Maulana Obaidullah 
Sindhi went to Afghanistan and worked with German and Turkish Revolutionaries to 
stir up tribesmen against the British on the north-west frontier. 2 

During the first two year of the war, the fighting deadlocked on the western 
front, and Russia, isolated from the Allies behind the closed gates of the Bosphorus, 
called for help. The Allies decided to attack Turkish capital through straits at 
Dardenelles. In 1915, a French British assault at Gallipoli failed. The Allies shifted 
their attack to the remote areas of the Ottoman Empire, the Caucasus, Mesopotamia 
and the Near East. 

Iraq: The main British consideration for sending troops to Mesopotamia (Iraq) was 
to protect the oil works and pipelines at Abadan and to demonstrate to the Arabs of 
Iraq and to Sheikhs of the Persian Gulf regions, who were under British protection 
that they could have British support against Turkey. It was also thought that occupa- 
tion of Iraq was essential for the security of India. 3 

A British force from India had been fighting the Turks in Iraq. The Turks 
first put them to flight and then surrendered them. A force of ten thousand British 
soldiers was trapped at Kut and all attempts at rescuing them failed. In London the 
war leaders asked Lawrence of Arabia to go to Iraq to buy off the Turks. He made 
contacts with the Turkish General Khalil Pasha and offered him one million pounds 
in gold to let the British soldiers out of the trap. Khalil Pasha only laughed. Lawrence 
increased the amount to two million pounds, but again he flatly refused 4 

The Turks gallantly fought against the Imperialist aggression to save Iraq. 
However Baghdad fell and the British forces victoriously entered into Iraq from all 
sides on 1 1 March, 1917. The British Army was led by Sir Stanely Maud. 

In Iraq expedition, Qadianis fought side by side with the British soldiers 
motivated by a religious zeal. Mirza Mahmud claims : 

"Ahmadis shed their blood in securing the victory of Iraq for the British and 
hundreds of Ahmadis got themselves recruited in the Army on my direc- 
tives."' 
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Major Habibullah, the brother-in-law of Mina Mahmud Ahmad served in 
the Medical Corps. He was offered key administrative posts in Iraq and was regarded 
the most trusted Imperialist agent. He was the brother of Zain ul Abdin Waliuliah Shah, 
the notorious Qadiani agent planted in Palestine during the War. 

The Qadiani community in India rejoiced at the fall of Baghdad and 
expressed their immense satisfaction over this tragedy. Atfazl Qadian, commenting on 
the fall of Baghdad stated: 

*1 give a happy news to my Ahmadi brothers who are in the habit of pondering 
over every issue. God threw open the doors of victories for our blessed Government 
when they had moved to Basra and Baghdad. It was not an occasion of an ordinary 
rejoicing for Ahmadis; rather the glad tidings foretold in the Revealed Bookshundreds 
and thousands of years ago, had now been .fulfilled in front of us in the year 1335 
A.H.’ 1 Mir/a Mahmud and the Qadiani community paid tribute to the British 
Imperialism. They were happy that the British had grabbed the strategic areas in the 
Middle East that would help them set up their missions abroad under the British 
patronage. 2 

Hejaz: In Hejaz, the Sharif of Mecca revolted against the Turks. He had four sons, 
Ali, Faisal, Abdullah and Zaid. In 1914, he sent Abdullah to Cairo to call on Lord 
Kitchener, the British agent and Consul General in Egypt to seek the British assistance. 
The meeting had no practical results but it established a rapport between the two 
men 3 

Ali and Faisal had been serving in the Turkish army, leading the Arab force 
whichthe Turks had trained. They, on the orders of their father took thoseArab troops 
away from the Turks into the desert where they hid them. At the same time, Sharif of 
Mecca announced the Arab revolt by poking his rifle out of the window of his house 
in Mecca and firing at the Turkish barracks there. The British agents who had been 
active in Mecca intensified their activities. Lawrence of Arabia met Sharif and his son 
to decide who could best serve their political designs. He chose Faisal. The revolt 
swept the Hejaz and created great difficulties for the Turks to maintain. 

An year before the First War, Christian missionaries had spread their 
tentacles in Hejaz.'' Similarly Mirza Mahmud capitalized on the opportunity for 
massive agents incursion into Arabia. Montague, the Secretary of State for India and 
a Jew by origin, encouraged their movement to intensify the activities of spies in the 
Arab lands. They received instructions from Arab Bureau of Intelligence, set up in 
1916 by Sir Gilbert Clayton, the Chief of the Arab Bureau (civil and military) Cairo. 
The newly created Bureau aimed to organize Britain’s role in the Arab revolt. 
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Syria: The Imperialist and Zionist leaders had been looking for the end of the Turkish 
rule in Syria since long. In early 19(5 Jamal Pasha, Turk GOC in Syria found some 
documents which had been abandoned by F.G.Picot, the French Consular of Syria. 
These papers incriminated certain nationalists. Jamal imprisoned, deported or hanged 
some of them and put down the movement. The situation was very tense when the 
World War raged. Lawrence, with the help of Sharif of Mecca and his son Faisal seized 
the strategic port of Aqaba which enabled the British to move into Syria. The British 
Army, under Sir Archibald Murray, made a little success. After the second Battle of 
Gaza (June 1917) Sir Edward Allenby succeeded Sir Archibald as Commander of the 
Army. His cavalry raced up the coast, swung east across the Judean hills and finally 
drove on to capture Damascus. Jerusalem fell on 1 1 December, 1917. A few month 
later, on 30 October, 1918 twelve days before Germany gave up, the Turks sur- 
rendered. 

In Syria, Zainul Abdin Waliullah Shah, the notorious Qadiani secret agent 
worked under the cover of a Turk ally since 1913. During the War he joined theTurk 
Army and posed to fight from their side. In 1918, when Syria fell to the British, its 
Armies led by Allenby marched into Syria. Waliullah immediately turned over to them. 
It may be stated here that during the expedition the British forces, though heavily 
bombarded Turkish Army Headquarter at Tul Keram yet could not advance. It was 
due to persistent attacks of RAF and Australian Flying Corps coupled with the 
blockade of roads at several places that the British could make an advance. 1 2 Waliullah 
was fighting along with the Turk soldiers on that very front. When the war ended, he 
was arrested. 

He gives the story of his arrest and activities during the war on the Syrian 

front: 

"In the last week of the last year of First World War i.e. in October, 1918 I 
was arrested from Damascus on the order of General Allenby as a political and war 
prisoner. I was taken to Palestine on the promise that after a certain inquiry 1 would 
be sent back to Damascus where I held the post of vice principalship of Sultania 
(College) and had not handed over its charge yet. But at the Damascus Station which 
lay towards the open and where I had been taken in a car, I came to know about my 
arrest from the station master who was acquainted with me. The British military 
Officer approached him to arrange tickets for travel. As the station master did not 
understand English, he brought the papers to me. It was written that Syed Zainul 
Abdin had been arrested on the orders of Allenby as a political and war prisoner and 
he might be provided travelling facilities. However I was otherwise informed that the 
British wanted to investigate certain things after which l would be sent back to 
Damascus. It included my participation in the expedition of'Tul-e-Karcm. As I came 
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o know from Major Vivian, who told me for the first time, two days before my arrest 
that in that expedition an English company suffered badly. A charge was levelled 
against me that I was involved in it and that only on the basis of my intelligence the 
British troops which planned to ambush and were hiding themselves in nearby 
mountains were besieged by the Turkish Army and suffered heavy losses. Moreover 
there was also a charge that I participated in a militaiy expedition in 1915-16. 1 gave 
a sole reply that being an Ahmadi it was my religious duty to cooperate with the 
Government in power. I was sent in a military camp for court martial. But when the 
military guards received an order from an officer that he should be safely taken to the 
officer’s camp, it brought great astonishment to them. I was lodged in a camp. It was 
a Turk POW military officers camp. 

After 4 or 5 days I was taken to Cairo where I was put in Qasar-e-Nile Fort 
situated near the bank of the river Nile. I had to undergo imprisonment for 7 months. 
The Turks, Bulgarians and German military officers were also present there. Zaghlul 
Pasha was imprisoned for one or two days in the Fort." 1 

After the war, Zainul Abdin was sent to India. Mirza Mahmud had full 
knowledge of his arrest. He called on the Viceroy of India to secure his release. 2 He 
was freed and reached Qadian on 26 May, 1919. He held the post of Propaganda 
Secretary for a number of years at Qadian. 

Balfour Declaration : Over a month before the capture of Jerusalem, on 2 November, 
1917 the notorious Balfour Declaration was issued by the British Government in the 
form of a letter written by the British Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs to Lord 
Rothschild. Arabs knew nothing about the Declaration. The British Imperialists were 
double dealing with the Arabs. 

The British pledged Arab independence in return for help in the War against 
Turks. This can be corroborated by the correspondence that took place during the 
period July 1915 to March 1916, between the Sharif Hussain of Mecca on behalf of 
the Arabs, and Sir Henry MacMahon, the British High Commissioner in Egypt on 
behalf of the British Government. But the British deceived Arabs to appease Zionists 
and fulfil their sinister political designs in the Arab World. 3 The British Government 
also concluded an agreement with the French Government in May, 1916 in consult- 
ation with the Tsarist Russia which stipulated that Palestine was to be separated from 
Turkish territory and subjected to a special regime but not given independence. It is 
called Picot Sykes Agreement. The agreement was secret until November, 1917 when 
the Communist Government in Russia published a copy of it found in the archives of 
'he Foreign Ministry at Petrograd. 4 
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The Turks gave it a wide publicity to stop the Arab Revolt. Jamal Pasha, the 
Turk-C-in-C sent the details of agreement to Faisal, the son of Sharif of Mecca through 
a secret letter. The British were perturbed over it, but the Foreign Office eventually, 
on Wingate’s advice and with the approval of AJ.Balfour, the British Foreign 
Secretary authorised the British agent at Jeddah to send Hussain a master piece of 
evasion, distortion, omission and which in effect derided that the Sykes Picot agree 
ment existed." 1 

Imperialist intrigues against the Muslim world constitute a tragic part of 
history. We are, however, concerned only with what Mirza Ghulam Ahmad and his 
successors say about the colonization of Jews in Palestine and dismemberment of 
Turkish Empire. 

Prophecy about Israel Fulfilled : Qadianis had always held the belief that in accord- 
ance with the prophecies of the Promised Messiah, a Jewish state would be established. 
His prophecies about gathering of Jews in Palestine and change in the attitude of 
European nations for them are quite clear. The following prophetic utterances of the 
Mirza are given to elaborate his viewpoint: "I have saved Israel from detriment. The 
Pharaoh and Hainan, the armies of both, in the wrong. Avenues useful for Arabs. 
Arabs set out from their home." 2 

Review of Religions , after giving these prophecies of Mirza Ghulam Ahmad 
says: The prophecy contains the revelation, "1 have saved Israel from detriment. This 
indicates that the calamity was to result in some advantage for Jews." 3 

Giving a background to the Jewish ‘nationalist’ movement that emerged 
during the 1st World War, the paper adds : 

"A very feature of the War (1914-18) was relief to the people of Israel. This 
feature of the prophecy received a clear fulfilment. The War was not yet over when, 
as a consequence of War itself, Mr(later Lord) Balfour declared that the people of 
Israel who had been without a "homeland” would be settled in their ancient 
"homeland 1 ', Palestine. The allied nations promised to compensate the people of Israel 
for injustices done to them in the past. In accordance with that declaration, Palestine 
was taken from Turkey and declared the national home of the Jews. The administra- 
tion of Palestine was shaped so as to make it easy for Jews to make it their homeland. 
A very old demand of the Jews that conditions promoting their national cohesion 
should be created for them was met.' 4 

The paper continues that the strangest thing about this part of the prophecy 
is its reference in the Holy Quran of gathering of Jews in Palestine in latter days. "The 
promise of latter days relates to the Promised Messiah. The regathering of Israel, 
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therefore, was to take place in the time of the Promised Messiah. .. The Quranic words 
‘We shall bring you together’ refer to the present influence of Jews into Palestine. 
Jews from different countries are provided facilities of travel and rehabilitation. The 
revelation of the Promised Messiah said, ‘1 will. relieve the Children of Israel.’ This 
indicated the end of opposition which nations of the world had offered so long to an 
independent home for Jews." 

This makes Qadiani’s attitude clear about the gathering of Jews in Palestine 
and the creation of their ‘state’ against all cannon of justice. Jews should be indebted 
to the Mirza for he prophecized them a bright future in early 20th century, many years 
before the Balfour Declaration. Bahaullah, a contemporary of the Mirza and a 
Jewish-Zionist agent also published hi sAlwah, revelations and utterances predicting 
the establishment of a state for Jews and sympathized with their ‘nationalist aspira- 
tions.’ 

Meeting with Montague : During the war, Mirza Mahmud called on Montague, the 
Jew Secretary of State for India. He explained him Qadiani point of view on the 
question of Indian self Government 2 and discussed the prospective Qadiani role in 
the Indian politics. Alfazl Qadian called the meeting a land mark in the history of 
Ahmadyat. The discussions were said to have concerned Vith very important and 
necessary affairs.’ 3 

In India, Mirza Mahmud was chalking out his Palestine policy in the light of 
new political developments in the Middle East while in Britain Qazi Muhammad 
Abdullah, Incharge of the London Ahmadya Mission had launched a pro-Jewish 
campaign in the European press, after the fall of Jerusalem and capture of Syria by 
the British forces. He contributed an article in the British press on the fall of Palestine 
and paid great tribute to the British Government and its policy of peace, justice and 
religious tolerance. He emphasized that only the British rule was best for the Muslims. 

AUenby’s liberation of Jerusalem was discussed as a ‘triumphant last crusade.’ The 
copy of the article was sent to Llyod George, a pro-Zionist British Prime Minister to 
apprise him of the Ahmadya point of view on the establishment of a Jewish homeland. 
Sir Philip Sassoon, the Secretary to the Prime Minister and a die hard Jew wrote him 
a letter of thanks and conveyed Llyod George’s highest appreciation for it. 4 
The War Ends : Turkey sued for an armistice with the Allies in October, 1918 and the 
German High Command did so after a month. The war came to an end. 

The Muslims of India had great sympathies for Turkey and its Sultan. They 
felt the anguish of the crumbling Empire which subsequently culminated into Khilafat 
Movement. On the other hand, Qadianis rejoiced at the fall of Hejaz, Baghdad, Syria 
and Constantinople and celebrated the occasion with illuminations. They emphatically 
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assured the British Government of the unflinching loyalty and whole-hearted devotion 
of Qadiani community at every critical juncture . 1 The underlying motive has been 
given by Alfazl : 

"As a matter of fact, the British Government is a shield under the protection 
of which the Ahmadi sea goes on advancing further and further. Just move 
away from this shield and you will be pierced by a volley of poisoned arrows 
from all directions. Why should not then we be grateful to this Government? 
Our interests are linked with this Government to such an extent that its ruin 
will be our ruin and its progress our progress, where ever the British Empire 
spreads, we will find a field for our Missions ." 2 

The Muslims generally refused to participate in the so-called peace celebra- 
tions and faced the repressive measures of the British Government. At the Amritsar 
Session of the Muslim League, it was declared that the Muslims should abstain from 
such celebrations as their holy places had been waned from the Muslim custody, and 
their religion forbade any such rejoicing and whenever there was any conflia between 
the command of their faith and the wishes of the officials, their first duty should be 
to obey the former, which no earthly consideration could possibly override. It was also 
resolved to launch an agitation, including the boycott of the British Army. 

It is interesting to quote from a Christian missionary journal’s confidential 
report about Muslim reaction to the Peace Conference celebration: 

"As we go to press, the Viaory Celebrations are almost on us. At the last 
moment, a fatwa has gone forth from Lukhnow to the effect that it is haram for Muslim 
to take part in the rejoicings. ‘How can true believers, it runs, rejoice when there is 
the prospect of their last great power passing away, when the Khilafat of the Prince 
of Believers, the deputy of the Prophet of God, is like a lump of wax, nay, say rather 
when preparations are afoot for the ruin and destruction of Islam itself.’ This is rather 
a time for mourning (Maulana Abdul Bari of Lukhnow), 

The fatwa is being aaed upon. In this city, as in many other, down every 
bye lane the notice is being distributed. Mass meetings of Hindus and Muslims making 
common cause are being called to put into effect the tnjunaions of Mahatma Gandhi 
and Maulana Abdul Bari. Muslim leaders have gone so far as to threaten the Muslims 
who take part in it. 

Those who took part in Viaory Celebrations were called traitors to Islam 
by the Muslim press. We have no hesitation in charaaerizing those who profess to be 
Musalman but had the heart and the audacity to join the Peace Celebrations, in spite 
of the fatwa of the ulema to the contrary, as no better than traitors to Islam whether 
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they have become Kafirs or not it is not for us to say, it is for the ulema to express an 
opinion on the point (The Musalman Calcutta, Friday, January, 9 , 192Q)." 1 

Qadianis rejoiced the occasion and took active part in the Peace Celebra- 
tions. 

Alfazl wrote: 

"On 13th (November 1918) when Germany signed the Armistice and the 
War ended, a wave of happiness and joy passed through the heart of all the 
people (in Qadian) like an electric current. Whosoever heard the news, 
brimmed with happiness and joy. The offices of both the schools viz. 
Anjuman-i-Tarraqi-i-Islam and Saddar Anjuman-i-Ahmadya were closed. A 
meeting was held in Masjid-e-Mubarik after the Asr prayers. Maulana Syed 
Muhammad Sarwar Shah, in his address, expressed satisfaction over the 
British victory on behalf of Jamat Ahmadya. He stated that the Victory would 
prove very beneficial for the long term objectives of Ahmadya Jamat." 2 
Tarikh-i-Ahmadyat says: "Congratulatory telegrams were sent on behalf of Hazrat 
Khalifa-ul-Masih-II and Hazur (Mirza Mahmud) himself sent a sum of Rs.500 to the 
Deputy Commissioner, Gurdaspur to spend it wherever he deemed necessary. Before 
that he had handed over a sum of Rs.5,000 to the Deputy Commissioner for the 
purposes of War when Turkey and Austria surrendered. On the occasion of rejoicing 
over the British victory, Maulvi Abdul Ghani, Secretary Anjuman-i-Ahmadya for War 
Assistance and Sheikh Yaqub Ali, Editor, Alhakam, Qadian sent congratulatory 
telegrams to His Honour Lt. Governor of the Punjab." 3 

Mirza Mahmud, in his Present to the Prince of Wales (1921) states : 

‘His Majesty, the King-Emperor and your Royal Highness are witnesses of 
the fulfilment of this (The Mirza’s) prophecy by virtue of the victory which was 
vouchsafed to Britain as a result of the Promised Messiah’s prayers; the Kaisar is a 
witness of its fulfilment by virtue of defeat sustained by him and the Czar has sealed 
its truth by the misery suffered by him.’ 4 

Alfazl added that the British victory in the War was the result of Mirza 
Mahmud’s prayers. ‘It is a great blessing of God that with the increase in power and 
influence of the British, (in the conquered territories) those areas which were hitherto 
completely closed for the Ahmadya preaching had been opened for them. There was 
a dire need to preach Ahmadya beliefs in those countries.* 5 

Munir Report states that the celebrations at Qadian of the victory when 
Baghdad fell to the British in 1918 during the First War in which Turkey was defeated, 
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caused bitter resentment among Musalmans and Ahmadyat began to be considered 
as a handmaid of the British . 1 This can be further confirmed from the addresses of 
[ Mhza Mahmud in which he dwelt on the British relations with the Ahmadya 
y Community: 

"The relations of the Ahmadya Community with the British Government are 
of a quite different nature from those of the other communities as they are 
• intervowen. The farther the British rule spreads, the more chances do we 

get for advancing forward. And God forbid, if this Government suffers a set 
bade, we too will not escape its consequences." 2 

The Lahore organ of Ahmadya community wrote that during the War, 
Qadian had turned itself into a political centre and people from every nook and comer 
\ of India had been sending letters on political matters to seek advice from Mian 
Mahmud. Even people from other parts of world like Afghanistan came to Qadian 
v and Mian Sahib served as a an honest broker between them and the British Govern- 
ment. Qadian is a purely political centre and what Mian Sahib was doing could not be 
done even by great political conspirators . 3 
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AFTER THE WAR 

Political happenings in India gave a new turn and outlook to the nationalist 
movement after the War. The declaration of the British Government of 20 August. 
1917 made during the War recognized responsible Government as the goal»of the 
British policy in India. As a result of it, the Government deputed E.S.Montague, the 
Secretary of State for India, a Jew, with a small committee (the Earl of Dononghmore. 
Sir William Duke, B. Basu and Charles Roberts MP) to consult the Indian Govern 
ment and politician over this issue. The Secretary of State for India received address - 
from deputationists and constitutional aspects with individuals and organizations o' 
all political complexions were discussed. 1 2 3 

Qadiani community, a handmaid of Imperialism got perturbed over the 
British declaration and felt their existence in jeopardy. Review of Religions, Qadian 
announced that the Ahmadya community was sending a deputation to meet the 
Secretary of State for India in order to present Ahmadya view-point to him. It would 
also wait on the Viceroy, Lord Chelmsford at Delhi. The paper also remarked that 
educated people of India are demanding Home Rule in the grant of which the 
Ahmadya community sees the ruins of its own interests. 

On 15 November, 1917 a 9-man Qadiani deputation led by Zafarullah 
presented an address to Montague at Delhi. An extreme concern was expressed on 
behalf of the community over the British policy and the goal of self Government for 
India was regarded suicidal for religious minorities specially for Ahmadya com- 
munity. Mirza Mahmud prepared an address in which he setout his views in details 
and went to Delhi with a delegation to wait on the Governor-General and the 
Secretary of State for India. The address underlined the causes which led the people 
to demand Self-Government for India. It stressed the following points: 

i) Maltreatment shown by the English towards their subjects. 

ii) A discriminatory policy adopted by the Europeans against the 
Indians in the sphere of social life such as railway journey, 
possession of arms, court trials, etc. 

iii) Socio-economic problems caused by population growth. 

iv) Lack of education specially technical education^ 

Sir Zafarullah says that the Secretary of State was much impressed with the 
address and sought clarification of certain points. He also said that he had taken 
careful note of the suggestions made in the address, two or three of which he intended 
to incorporate in his report so that they should not be overlooked when final proposals 
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would be formulated. This was the Khalifaiul Masih’s debut in the field of politics and 
public life. 1 

Martial Law in Punjab : Indian participation in the War and the Montagu Declara- 
tion of 1917 led Indians to expect an appreciable measure of independence. But the 
Mont-Ford reforms that followed in 1919 were disappointing both to the Congress 
and the Muslim League. To crush the emerging freedom movement, the British 
Government enacted Rowlutl Act in March 1919 which was based on the Sedition 
Committee Report. The Act legalized imprisonment without a proper trial of any 
person suspected of seditions or subversive activities. The arrest of some leaders 
brought a direct clash between the Government and the masses. A woeful tragedy 
took place at Jallianwala Bagh, Amritsar on 13 April, 1919. General Dyer ordered the 
soldiers to fire on the peaceful crowd. It resulted in the death of four hundred men 
and between one to two thousand wounded. Martial Law was imposed in the Punjab 
and a reign of terror was let loose in many parts of India 2 

Oadianis had no sympathies for the oppressed Muslims of India. During the 
Martial Law, their missionaries visited the main cities and towns of the Punjab and 
sang the psalm of loyalty for the British. They also spied on freedom fighters and got 
them arrested, Full cooperation was extended to the Martial Law functionaries 3 4 5 to 
restore so-called peace in the country. Mir/a Mahmud wrote a letter to the Viceroy 
at Simla during the April agitation explaining him that Oadianis were not involved in 
the hartals (strikes). He instructed his followers to keep their shops open during the 
strike. He formed a committee to explain the Rowlatt Act to the people. It was stressed 
that the Act was essential for the administrative reforms in India. A pamphlet in 
Gurmukhi, meant for Sikhs reminded them of a prophecy of a Guru of theirs which 
speaks of the establishment of British Government in India and of its being a just and 
equitable Government. The Punjab Government, in one of its public announcements, 
extoled the services rendered by the Oadiani community during disturbances in the 
Punjab.' In a Friday address, Mirza Mahmud described the services rendered by 
Ahmadya community during the disturbances in the Punjab, after the enforcement of 
Rowlatt Act in the following words: 

"When a strong protest started in India against the British Government it 
inflamed all sections of Indian opinion. The Hindus demanded the Home Rule and 
Muslims demonstrated in favour of Turkish Caliphate. There was not a single 
organization willing to cooperate with the British. At that perilous hour every one felt 
afraid except the Ahmadya Jamal which in the capacity of a party fully cooperated 
with the British. I remember the disturbance started over the Rowlatt Act. I sent 
members of my Jamal to invite the wealthy and influential persons of surrounding 
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villages to Qadian so that I could advise them not to take part in riots... When we 
requested them to retrain from taking part in anti-British disturbances, they flew at 
us like hungry wolves. But we succeeded to make them understand our viewpoint. We 
very humbly advised them and in a beseeching way convinced them to keep away from 
these disturbances. That helped to promote peace in this area. Besides we sent our 
men in whole of the Punjab and actively worked tp restore peace. That was such a 
dangerous time, as the English writers had admitted, that a spark of (uprisings) could 
have shocked the British a lot. We were, in turn, rebuked and even beaten up by the 
people but never turned traitors. We lived peacefully and advised others to do so." 1 
In his Pivsent to the Prince of Woles, Mir/a Mahmud says: 

"During the period when Martial Law was in force in the Punjab and the 
situation was fraught with danger, so much so that in certain cases even Government 
officials were compelled to leave their posts and seek safety elsewhere, the members 
of this community not only themselves continued loyal, but also induced a large 
number of other people to do the same. At some places the rioters inflicted loss and 
injuries on the members of the community but they could not shake them from their 
loyalty.’ 2 3 Sir Michael O’Dwyer, Lt. Governor of Punjab in a letter dated 15 April, 1919 
wrote the following words to one of Mirza Mahmud’s Secretaries: 

‘During the six years terms of his office, the Community under the guidance 
of its respected Head has throughout shown itself thoroughly loyal to the Government 
and eager to promote the welfare and progress of the country. His Honour has 
pleasure in acknowledging the valuable opinions received from the Community in 
many important questions bearing on these matters, and their active assistance in 
connection with the prosecution of War and the maintenance of internal peace, and 
shall be glad to bring them to the notice of his successor, who, he is sure can rely on 
receiving from the Community and its respected Head the same cooperation and 
support.” ‘ 

Afghan War : During the World War I, Afghanistan remained neutral despite German 
efforts. In 1919, following the assassination of his father, Amanullah ascended the 
throne. He sought to terminate British control on Afghanistan’s foreign affairs; this 
resulted in the Third Afghan War. Since Communist Revolution of Russia had 
changed the political scene in 1917, the Afghan War had great implication for the 
British foreign policy. 4 The war started on 7 May, 1919. The British forces advanced 
towards Jalalabad but met some reverses. Marshal Nadir Khan seized the fort of Thai 
and the British were forced to start negotiations with Kabul. It resulted in the Treaty 
of Rawalpindi which was signed in August, 1919 and ratified in 1922. The British had 
to give up their control over the foreign policy of Afghanistan. At the very outbreak 


1 . Alfazi Qadian, 4 April, 1 936 

2. Mina Mahmud, A Prasent to His Royal Highness, The Prince of Wales, Qadian 

3. Mina Mahmud Ahmad, Hindu Muslim Problem and its Solution, 1927 P.26 

4. Alfazi Qadian, 10 May, 1919 


i, 1921, P.9 





85 After The War 

of the war, Qadianis announced their full support to the British in men, money and 
materials because Kabul was the country where their missionaries were stoned to 
death. 

Alfazl Qadion suites: 

"Kabul has declared war on the British due to its foolishness. It is obligatory 
for all the Ahmadis to serve the British Government and it is our foremost duty too. 
Moreover, the Afghan War had a special significance for us; as Kabul is a land where 
our precious men were executed mercilessly with out any reason. It is also closed to 
Ahmadyat and door of truth arc shut on it. For the sake of propagation of truth, it is 
the religious duty of the Ahmadis to join t he British Army and to assist the Govern- 
ment in order to remove the harsh obstructions (in the way of preachings). Thus go 
on endeavouring to set up those branches which had been prophecized by the 
Promised Messiah (Mirza Ghulam Ahmad)." 1 

Similar views were expressed by a Missionary paper in its confidential report 
on the Afghan war; 

"Thanksgiving for the breaking down of the stronghold of Islam through the 
War... That today there are only two lands closed to the Gospel, Arabian and 
Afghanistan; and of these the former is now being opened up, and that Baghdad is 
already in our hands; and for the latter, who can tell what will be the result of the War 
proposed by the Amir of Kabul." 2 

In an address to Lord Reading, the then Viceroy of India who was a Jew, 
Qadiani elders enumerated their services during the Afghan War by stating: 

"When a war broke out with the Kabul Government our Jamat extended full 
support beyond our resources to the British Army. Besides other services, a double 
company was offered to the Government. The recruitments were stopped due to the 
end of the War. However more than one thousand persons offerred their names for 
recruitment. Even the younger son of the founder, the brother of our present Imam 
(Mirz Mahmud) offerred his services and had worked in the Transport Corps for six 
months in an honorary capacity." 3 

The Ahmadya Jamat presented an address of welcome to Sir Malcolm 
Hailey, Governor of the Punjab in 1924. He, in reply to the address said: 

"Like my predecessor, Sir Edward Maclagen, I welcome the attitude you 
have adopted in political matters. You have, as a Community, shown yourself to be 
disciples of the doctrine that political improvement should be effected by reason and 
conviction, not by violent agitation or mass movement. You have as a body, shown by 
your attitude in the Great War, and in our trouble with Afghanistan in 1919, that you 
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were prepared to make sacrifices in a just cause, you have given hearty and practical 
support to the Territorial Movement. It would be out of place if 1 did not pay my 
tribute to your making an effort in reason in politics, and working for the stability of 
the society." 

Spying Activities in Russia: The War provided a good opportunity to Mirza Mahmud 
io send many spies in different countries in the garb of Ahniadya missionaries. They 
were despatched specially to those countries where there was a dire need to serve the 
British and Zionist political interests. In close collaboration with the British Political 
Department, many trained spies went to the Middle East, Afghanistan, Turkey and 
Russia. Special importance was given to Russia as the anti-imperialist policies of the 
Communist regime posed great threat to the British ascendency in India. 

To check the possible Russian advance, Britain tried to increase its influence 
in strategic pans of Central Asia which provided a good base to Indian Revolutionaries 
to carry out anti-British activities. A steady stream of Indian patriots flowed into that 
region alter 1917. Towards the end of 1920 u large number of Muslims migrated to 
Kabul and then to Tashkent. They acquired arms and military training from Russia to 
wage an armed struggle against the British.^ Those revolutionaries who subsequently 
returned India were arrested by the British Government. They were tried in the 
Peshawar Conspiracy Case and sentenced to various terms of imprisonment. 

In early twenties, Communist Russia embarked on a policy to crush the 
uprisings of Uzbeks, Turkman and Kara-Kalpah dehkans, while the British sent their 
agents in Central Asia to counter Soviet plans. The American Consul, the French 
agent Castagne and the British Col. Bailey of Indian Political Department backed 
Ishaqabad uprisings, where Babis had established a strong centre. Col. Bailey arrived 
in Tashkent in 1919. He was threatened with arrest and even execution and had logo 
underground. After more than a year of hide and seek, he managed to elude capture 
by delightful ruse of going to Bolshviks in disguise and offering to pursue and catch 
him. His offer was accepted and he chased himself with alacrity into Persia early in 
1920 under the hail of bullets to the last. 3 

In Khiva and Bokhara a strong anti-Soviet arid Pan-Islamist movement 
persisted. The Muslims waged a holy war against the Russians but did not succeed. In 
October, 1920 Bokhara went under Soviet control. British agents front all sides flocked 
Central Asia to fulfil their political ends. Turk Generals Enver Pasha and Jamal Pasha 
were in Bokhara and Afghanistan respectively. Their presence was closely watched by 
the British. Jamal reached Tashkent in August, 1920. He went to Kabul to start an 
Islamic Revolutionary League for freeing India. He organized armies in Afghanistan. 
He was, however, murdered at Tiflis on 21 July, 1922. Enver arrived in Bokhara in 
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October, 1921. His aim was to promote alliance with Bolshevism in the fight for Islamic 
ideals against the Imperialism. His exploits beyond Oxus caused great anxiety to the 
British in India. He was killed in ambush in 1922. 1 

In 1921, Mirza Mahmud sent Molvi Muhammad Amin to spy on revolution- 
ary centers in Central Asia. He had already been making statements concerning the 
setting up of missions in Bokhara, Iran, Afghanistan and other Arab countries. 2 Fateh 
Muhammad Sayal, a Qadiani missionary, gives the brief account of Molvi Amin’s 
activities in Russia: 

‘In 1921, wc sent our friend Moulvi Muhammad Amin Khan to Russia as a 
missionary. The relations between the British Government and Russia were con- 
strained after the First War. He, therefore, could not acquire a passport. Molvi Sahib 
travelled to Iran on foot. He entered into the Russian territory through Iran. As he 
reached there, the Russian Government arrested him and put him in a prison on the 
charge of being a British spy. Molvi Sahib underwent imprisonment in different jails 
for two years. He bore great hardships. Many times the Russians wanted to shoot him 
dead. During these two years of imprisonment he was released for a few months. It 
helped him study the moral and religious conditions of the Muslims. He preached 
them to adhere firmly to the teachings of Islam. After two years when Molvi Amin 
returned to India our Imam (Mir/a Mahmud) again sent him to Russia after a few 
days. This time he was accompanied by Molvi Zahur Hussain. They again entered into 
Russia through Iran.’ 

A close study of Qadiani activities in Russia revealed that through the active 
support of the British Intelligence they aspired to set up a strong centre in Central 
Asia in the name of Ahmadya Mission to sabotage the activities of the revolutionaries 
oflndia.This is also confirmed from the writings of Mirza Mahmud, specially his book 
l A Present to the Prince of Wales' alludes to it. 

Mirza Mahmud hints at Russia and Central Asia in the following words: 
‘Exalted Prince’! Another prophecy of his (Promised Messiah) concerning Russia is 
that the Government of that country would in the end vest in the hand of Ahmadees. 
Other prophecies are that His(Ahmad’s) Movement will spread rapidly in Bokhara, 
not very long since.* 4 

This shows the high ambitions the Qadiani Community had nourished for 
their future political role in Centra! Asia. 

In 1923, Molvi Amin again reached Russia. Many limes he was arrested on 
the charges of spying for the British Imperialists by the Russian Government. He was 
lodged in jails of Ishqabad, Smarkand etc. and on the completion of his terms of 
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impriosnment was deported to Iran or Afghanistan. But he continued to undertake 
his sinister missions. 

Mirza Mahmud gives the following account of MoJvi Amin’s mission in 

Russia : 

Since Muhammad Amin Khan had no passport, as soon as he reached the 
first Railway Station at Qabza he was held up on the charge of spying for the British. 
All that he possessed including clothes, books etc., were seized. He remained there 
for one month after which he was imprisoned at Ishaqabad Jail. From there he was 
removed to Tashkent via Samarkand under the guard of Muslim Russian Police where 
he was jailed. During his two month impriosnment, his statements were repeatedly 
recorded to prove him a British spy. When his statements could not serve their purpose 
they resorted to threats and tried to allure him. His photographs were taken so that 
he could easily be recognized and arrested again. At last he was taken to the Afghan 
border at Goshgi where he was deported to Herat (Afghanistan). 

Since this Mujahid had determined to propagate truth in that territory, he 
preferred death to his return. He, anyhow, again managed to escape from the Russian 
Police and reached Bokhara. There he freely lived for two months but was, at last, 
arrested on the charge of spying for the British. He was subjected to torture and a 
heart-rendering treatment was meted out to him during his impriosnment. Sub- 
sequently under the guard of the Russian Muslim Police he was deported towards 
Iran. 

Even after these events his thirst did not quench. He got an opportunity to 
escape at Kakan Railway Station from the Police custody and fled to Bokhara. All the 
way he travelled on foot. After one week he was arrested in Bokhara and was taken 
to Samarkand via Kakan. He, managed to escape from Police custody this time too 
and reached Bokhara.’ 1 

Molvi Amin, gives an account of his so-called missionary activities in Central 

Asia: 

"Although I had gone to Rus,sia for the propagation of Ahmadyatyet I served 
the interest of the British Government also side by side my preaching because the 
interests of the Ahmadya sect and those of the British Government are closely 
interlinked with each other and whenever 1 preached my beliefs I must have to serve 
the British Government. The centre of our Ahmadya sect is in India, therefore, during 
my preaching I had to describe the religious freedom and blessings of the British rule 
in India." 2 

In the second week of October, 1924, three Qadiani agents viz, Molvi 
Muhammad Amin, Molvi Abdul Majid and Molvi Zahur Hussain left Qadian for 
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Russia. They were briefed by the British Intelligence at Qadian before they undertook 
their missions. Molvi Zahur stayed at Mashhed due to his illness and Motvi Amin 
moved to Russia. In December, 1924 Molvi Zahur recovered from his illness and 
marched towards the Russian territory. He was arrested at Arihak Railway Station on 
the charge of being a British spy when he was about to board a train for Bokhara. 
Russian secret Police Cheka recorded Molvi Zahur’s statements and put numerous 
questions to him on the relationship of the Ahmadya sect with the British Government. 
Molvi Zahur’s account of his activities throws light on the role of Qadiani missionaries 
in Russia. He writes: 

'The Russian Officer asked me some questions on politics and others on 
religion. He asked my opinion on the political movements started by Gandhi, 
Muhammad Ali and Shaukat Ali against the British Government. I answered that we 
Ahmadis worked under the guidance of our Imam. We did not take part in any 
movement that disturbed peace in the country and amounted to treason. We actively 
cooperated with the rulers to maintain peace wherever we lived." 2 

Molvi Zahur remained in Russian jails for about two years. In 1926, Mirza 
Mahmud requested the British Government to secure his release from the Com- 
munist regime. The British envoy in Moscow was asked to take up the matter with 
Russia which he did to save the life of Molvi Zahur. 

In an address to Lord Irwin, the then Viceroy of India, Qadiani Community 
expressed their utmost gratitude for securing the release of Molvi Zahur from the 
Russian prison: 

"On this occasion, we express our gratitude to the British Government for 
the help which it provided to us. A few days ago, during the time of His Excellency’s 
Viceroyalty, one of our missionaries Molvi Zahur Hussain, who was under arrest in 
Russia that had impaired his health; had been released and was safely brought to our 
religious centre (Qadian). We again extend our thanks on this'occasion (for securing 
his release)." 

It may, however, be mentioned that in 1937 certain well-informed Qadiani 
dissidents started a movement against the papacy of Mirza Mahmud Ahmad. They 
levelled grim charges of immorality against him and furnished very ‘solid proofs’ in 
support of their allegations. Prominent among them were Fakhar-ud-din Multani and 
Abdul Rahman Misri. Molvi Amin had friendly terms with some of them. He 
threatened to expose those political and clandestine activities of the Jamat in which 
he himself had seriously been involved for quite a longtime. Fateh Muhammad Sqyal, 
a blue-eyed boy of Mirza Mahmud picked up a quarrel with him and hacked him to 
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death. No legal action could, however, he taken against him as a parallel Government 
existed under the dictatorship of Min' a Mahmud in Oadian. 

Turkey: After the 1st War, all that was left for the Turks to rule independently was a 
small area of the Black Sea. But when with the encouragement of the British, Greece 
invaded the Mediterranean coast of Anatolia, the resilient spirit of the Turks reas- 
serted itself. Mustafa Kamal, who had fought brilliantly during the war, began to rally 
the forces of resistance in eastern Anatolia. A new national assembly meeting in 
Ankara elected him President and rejected the harsh terms of the T reaty of Sevres of 
August, 1920 which would have left Turkey helpless and deprived of some of its richest 
provinces. The bitter Greco-Turkish War of 1920-22 ended with the decisive defeat 
of the Greeks. When Mustafa Kamai’s forces advanced towards the Dardanelles to 
drive the Greeks out of European Turkey, a clash with the British was only narrowly 
averted. 

Mirza Mahmud sent his agents and spies under missionary cover to carry 
out subversive activities in Turkey. He. in collaboration with the British Intelligence 
sent Mustafa, the Lesser an Indian Muslim from Benaras alongwith Miraj Din, a 
notorious C.I.D. Superintendent of India to Turkey for the assassination of Mustafa 
Kamal. He was arrested before he could make any attempt on Kamal’s life 1 2 . He 
confessed his guilt and gave the names of those Turks who had been won over by the 
British Government through money. He also disclosed that he had been involved in 
the assassination of Amir Hahjbullah of Kabul. He had to gel one lakh pounds for the 
assassination of Atta Turk. Muslims greatly resented the British conspiracy. 3 

During the post War days when the British influence sharply decreased in 
the wake of Turkish nationalist movement, Qadiani infiltrators landed in Istanbul and 
other parts of Turkey but were spotted and many of them arrested. Mirza Mahmud 
deplored the arrests of these Qadianis by the Turkish authorities. 4 5 

The Treaty of Sevres (1920) provided for a Kurdish State in the 
predominantly Kurdish areas of the collapsed Ottoman Empire. When Mustafa Kamal 
rejected the Treaty, the Imperialist plan of a Kurdish State met its own death. After 
three years when the Treaty of Lausane was concluded on 23 July, 1923 there was a 
reference to that state. In 1924, Atta Turk abolished the institution of Khilafat. 

In February, 1925 Kurds rose in revolt against him. They, under the 
leadership of Sheikh Saad, a hereditary Chief of Naqashbandi order wanted to revive 
Khilafat.* Mustafa Kamal got alarmed at the Kurd uprisings and announced that 
Turkey was in danger because England was behind the Kurd revok.lt took two months 


1. Sm Ch. Afeal Haq, Tarikh-i-Ahra/, P189 

2. Agha Shoristi Kashmiri, Terik-e-Khainma-e-Nabuwat, Lahore, 1976 

3. Maulana Imanullah Khan, Kamal Atte Turk Lahore, P.12<l 

4. A If a/I Oadian 1 1 April, 1 921 

5. Cap. Sheikh A Waheed, The Kurds, Lahore 


i, 1955 P.1 63 



91 


After The War 


lo smash ihe revolt. Special military tribunais-called the Tribunals of Independence 
were set up. Forty six chiefs were hanged including Sheikh Saad. 

Mustafa Kama] disclosed in the Assembly: England was behind it all. 
England had always used Kurds to injure Turkey in the World War. She had sent her 
agents. Lawrence and Noel to rouse them to slab Turkey in the back, at the Treaty of 
Sevres they had promised to make them into a separate State; her agents had been 
found there again this time, arming and inciting the tribes. England wanted Mosul 
and its oil. The Kurds were the key to Mosul and the oil of Iran. She was using this 
hack handed blow to force Turkey to give up Mosul. Had not Sheikh Saad gone into 
battle shouting for the Sultan Caliph, for Vaheeddin, the traitor. They all know the 
connection between England and that old toad. And the opposition leaders bad joined 
forces with this gang to break the Republic and destory their Turkey. They were 
traitors, and they had been at work throughout the whole country stirring up the 
people. The Kurds were beaten, but Turkey was still in grave peril. The danger came 
from within, the country must be purged. 

In 1958, after 55 years of revolt. Mir/a Mahmud disclosed that Sheikh Saad 
Kurd was in fact an Ahmadi. He says, ‘Saad Pasha, the Kurd leader who rebelled 
during the time of Mustafa Kamal was an Ahmadi. He was tried in a military court 
and his statement was published in the Turkish Press from where it was recorded by 
the Egyptian press.’ 1 2 

This proves that Sheikh Saad's movement was inspired by the British 
Imperialism and Qadiani agents were actively behind it. There are evidences that 
Qadiani agents continued to operate in Turkey quite sometime. On 16 August, 1926, 
Alfozl Qadian stated that ‘upheavals in Turkey had been proving the disloyalty of Turk 
functionaries and testify to the prophecies of the Promised Messiah, although the 
erestwhile Ottoman Empire had been completely replaced by a new regime.’ 3 
Kliilafat Movement: After signing the armistice, the Allies’ hostility toward Turkey 
look a further militant turn which alarmed the Muslims of the subcontinent. A Muslim 
Conference was held at Lukhnow on 26 January, 1919 under the Presidentship of 
Maulana Abdul Bari and the Khilafut Committee was formed. A Khilafat Conference 
was convened at Delhi on 22 September, 1919 to chalk out a plan of action for making 
the movement successful. It was resolved to boycott victory celebrations, hold protest 
meetings and organize a movement if an unjust treaty was imposed on Turkey. 

Qadianis showed increasing interest in the Khilafat movement. Mirza Mah- 
mud wrote a paper for the All India Muslim Conference which was held at Lukhnow 
on 21 September, 1919 to consider the question of the future of Turkey. In his paper 
he emphasized that loyalty to the British Government must be maintained as a 
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religious duty since the Muslims had received many favours from the British Govern- 
ment. The Ahmadis were by no means prepared to accept the Sultan as the Khalifa 
in the true sense of the word. The person rightly entitled to be Khalifa can no other 
than this humble writer.’ 1 And ‘The temporal sovereign of the Ahmadya community 
of India is His Majesty George V, King of Great Britain and Ireland and Emperor of 
India’, 2 he added. 

Mirza Mahmud stated that among the Allied powers the only one expressing 
any sympathy for Turkey and willing to render any help to her was Great Britain. It 
was the same Power which had been advocating the cause of the King of Hejaz in the 
Peace Conference as had been more than once admitted by the Kibla a semi-official 
organ of the Hejaz Government. All these good services of the British Government 
should always be borne in mind by the Muslamans whatever the course of action they 
might choose to adopt, lest in their precipitancy they should lose the last friend they 
have, and be guilty of ingratitude, 3 he claimed. 

He justified the British callous policy against the Ottoman Empire by stating 
that it had great sympathies for Muslims. The Muslims should realize, that since 
Britain had to take account of the military and monetary services of other nations 
which were far more than those rendered by the Muslims to bring the War to a 
victorious conclusion and certain agreements had been entered into by the belligerent 
states, the fulfilment of which was being pressed upon Britain by the powers con- 
cerned, these things had been preventing Britain from advocating the cause of the 
Muslims to the extent the latter would desire. He, in the end, advised that under these 
circumstances, no agitation should be started or allowed to start as might create 
impression that Britain had not been dealing fairly with the Muslamans. The Mus- 
lamans should do all they could to strengthen the hands of Great Britain and not to 
create internal difficulties in the country. 4 

He then emphasized in his paper: 

"It is all the more necessary to remember this, because there are many selfish 
people, who would like to take advantage of the present situation, and use threat 
instead, where they should use prayer, and unfriendly pressure instead of friendly 
request. Since Britain has already been advocating the Muslim cause, the proper 
course for the Muslims should be to express their gratitude for what it had already 
done in the past, and request it to make increased efforts in the same direction in the 
future. There should be no conference, lectures, collection of funds, distribution of 
pamphlets and books sending money to the Committee in England but only a standing 
committee may be appointed to gather arguments in support of proposed preposi- 
tions." 5 
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In mid December 1919, a Qadiani delegation led by Zafarullah waited on 
Lt. Governor of Punjab, Sir Edward Maclagen. After expressing their utmost gratitude 
to the British Government and enumerating their services in the 1st World War, 1 the 
address dwelt on the Turkish question: 

Religiously speaking, we do not admit owing any allegiance to the Sultan. 
We hold that only a successor of the Promised Messiah is entitled to be the spiritual 
Head of the Mussalmans, and for our temporal sovereign we recognize only the power 
under whose rule we live. 

The copies of address were circulated among members of the British 
Parliament to introduce them with the ‘widely’ spreading Ahmadya Jamat and its 
political belief. 3 

During the hey days of the Khilafat movement, Mirza Mahmud claimed to 
have received an invitation from Maulana Abdul Bari FarangiMahli for participation 
in AUahbad Khilafat Conference. He, on the one hand, apprehended attacks from 
Khilafat leaders and on the other hand a love and goodwill for his brethren and an 
earnest desire to be of some service to Islam persuaded him to acquaint them with his 
views on the subject regardless of the manner in which the same might be received. 4 

He sent a delegation with a paper giving Qadiani view point on Khilafat. He 
raised certain political questions about the justice of the mandate system in the Arab 
world and the Jewish settlement in Palestine. Lavan aptly questions. "Could one 
imagine such action being taken by Mirza Ghulam Ahmad or by Nur-ud-din? Qadiani 
Ahmadya participation at Allahbad, even at the possible cost of future persecution 
from the Sunni Community indicated that the Ahmadis had gone beyond deputations 
and letters to the Government. Now they were ready for direct confrontation with the 
nationalists, Panlslamic and Khilafatist-oriented Muslims." 5 

Qadianis and Christians, in their private meetings, expressed satisfaction 
over the subjugation of the Muslim countries. In a Confidential Report, a Christian 
paper observes: 

”Hindu-Mohammadan bond on Khilafat issue are increasing. It is strange to 
find Hindus and Muslim fraternizing in this way. One wonders how much farther it 
will go, and whether it is true fraternity or temporary advantage...But further, it 
appears to most Christians that the time long foretold has come when the fall of the 
great Gentile power which for long centuries has trodden down the Holy City 
Jerusalem and the Holy Nation the Jews must take place.” 6 
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Non-Cooperation Owing to the most extraordinary events which occurred one after 
the other starting with the passing of the Rowlett Bill, Amristsar tragedy, Treaty of 
Sevres ami Khilufat agitation, the programme of non-cooperation scented inevitable. 
In August, 1920 the non-cooperation movement was at its swing. The people were 
asked to surrender all titles and honorary offices conferred by the British Government 
and refuse to attend official and semi-official functions organized by the Government. 
The withdrawal of students from the Government institutions, boycott of British courts 
and foreign goods were advocated. 

To pacify strong anti-British sentiments, Mirza Mahmud strongly criticized 
the idea of non-cooperation against the Government and underlined its main implica- 
tions for the Muslims of India at large. He was obviously motivated more by love for 
his British masters than any sympathy for t he Muslims aspirations, otherwise he would 
have upheld the cause of independence. 

Hijrat: Non-cooperation was enforced by the hijrat movement. A section of ulema 
preached hijrat from the subcontinent to Afghanistan. The Kahul Government, at 
first, sympathised with the movement but in the end could not acccomodate the influx 
of muhajirs.* It forced many Muslims to return to India. Some made their way to 
Russia and became protagonist of Communism. They subsequently formed the 
Communist party in India and launched certain terrorist movements for the end of 
the British rule in the subcontinent. Russia set up a large number of training camps 
in Central Asia for those firebrand revolutionaries. 

During the hijrat and non-cooperation movements, Mirea Mahmud wrote 
a pamphlet to explain Ahmadya political stance. He condemned the idea of Jehad, 
bitterly opposed the Hijrat and questioned the religious and legal soundness of the 
fatwas given for such movements. He denounced those who preached crusade against 
the British and resorted to an abusive language against the ulema and Hindu leaders 
for misguiding masses and arraying them against the British Government. 4 In the end, 
he advised the Muslims to adopt peaceful method of expressing their views instead of 
agitational measures. Sultan of Turkey should only he called ruler reverred by many 
Muslims, he emphasized, and not the caliph of all the Muslims of world. He offered 
to pay fifty thousand rupees and services of all of his foreign missionaries at the 
disposal of the Muslims, if his above referred proposal was endorsed.*' 

Address to Lord Reading : On 23 June, 1921 the Ahmadya Jamat presented an 
address of welcome to Lord Reading, the Jew Viceroy of India setting forth their 
utmost and unflinding loyality to the British Crown and making certain suggestions 
regarding the internal Government of India. They referred to the Near East question 
and the future of Caliphate, and pointed out that Muslims entertained misgivings that 
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the freeing of Hejaz from Turkish control might mean the bringing of it under the 
control of a European power. Mr. Churchill, the Secretary of State for Colonies had 
mentioned a scheme wherein "an annual subsidy to Hejaz Government was promised 
provided the latter should undertake to maintain internal peace and pul its foreign 
policy under the control of Great Britain. It amounted to complete subject, with the 
difference that Great Britain would rule Hejaz not directly but through a Muslim 
Chief." 

The address goes on to say: ‘If the Hejaz Government is not able to take 
care of itself it may better be put under Turkish control subject to the same conditions 
underwhieh Mr. Churchill proposes to place it under British Control.’ 1 Lord Reading 
paid tribute to the services rendered by Qadion community during the War and 
expressed his full satisfaction over their loyality.’ 2 

Sawarajist Attacked: In early 20s, we sec Qadianis denouncing the movements 
launched by Sawarajist and the Congress. They bitterly opposed Mahatma Gandhis' 
movements of salyagarah and sawaraj. Their papers came out with sharp criticism of 
Gandhi and stood staunchly with the Government. To combat mass movement and 
get the Ahmadis trained to meet future challenges, Mir/a Mahmud called on Ahmadi 
youth to join the British Army. He requested the British to establish a double company 
of Ahmadi soldiers. This would help create sectarian atmosphere among Ahmadi 
troops, some of whom he asserted were suffering subtle and even overt discrimination 
because of their religious beliefs. The Qadiani press also attacked the use of the 
political poem, psalm and song as means to express nationalist feeling. They inter- 
preted the concept of sawaraj not in the sense of selfrule but gave a meaning of spiritual 
salvation to it. It was like the ideas of non-violence and self deteminiaiion. Hindu- 
Muslim unity was half truth. ‘The whole truth was God whose incarnation and 
manifestation was Mirza Ghulam Ahmad Qadiani, only his message (Ahmadyat) is 
based on truth.’ 4 
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PILGRIMAGE TO LONDON 

In 1924, Mirza Mahmud made preparations to go London in order to attend 
the Exhibition World Faith Congress of the British Empire at Wembley. He claimed 
that he had already received revelations regarding the proposed journey to London. 
In Al-Mubashrat , the book of his dreams, revelations etc. we find some of his ‘divine’ 
revelations he had received three months before he undertook the proposed journey 
to London. 1 

Tarikh Ahmadyat states : "When Hazral Khalifatul Masih II pondered over the writ 
ings of the Promised Messiah, it transpired to him that in the Holy Quran it is said 
that Zutqamain (Qadiani give this name to Mirza Ghulam Ahmad-compiler) or his 
viceregent would go to Europe and there were also prophecies in the Hadith about 
his journey to Damascus. On his further meditation on Zulqamain’s journey, it 
occurred to Hazoor {Mirza Mahmud) that his proposed journey to London would not 
exclusively be undertaken for Tabltgh (preaching) but to prepare a scheme for ‘ Islamic 
Revolution' in Western countries.’ 2 

Mirza Mahmud boasted that God revealed to him that he was 'William, the 
Conqueror. ’ 3 On 12 July, 1 924 this self-styled William set out on hisjourney to England 
alongwith his twelve green turbaned disciples. On his way he stopped off at Port Said 
and visited among other places, Jerusalem and Damascus. 

The world situation in 1924 was volatile both politically and economically. 
There was a world wide depression and slowing down of economic activities coupled 
with general unemployment. In Britain Ramsey MacDonald’s Government was in 
power. The political scene in the Middle East was beset with danger for colonial 
powers. Turkey, under Mustafa Kamal marched towards progress. Syria was fighting 
to liberate its territoiy from the French colonialist. In Iraq, Sir Percy Cox persuaded 
Faisal and his Government to ratify an Anglo-Iraqi Treaty (1922) which provided for 
Britain’s special interest. In Egypt, after a massive anti-British agitation Saad Zaghlul 
emerged as a nationalist leader. India passed through an economic and political crisis. 
Lord Reading, the Viceroy of India suppressed the freedom movements in India and 
being a Jew took keen interest in political developments of the Middle East. 

Palestine, the hot bed of intrigues passed into the hands of British 
colonialists. From the time of Allenby’s advance into Palestine until June, 1920, it was 
ruled by a military administration as Occupied Enemy Territory (OETA). It ended in 
early July, 1920 when Sir Herbert Samuel assumed Office as the first High Commis- 
sioner of newly mandated territory. Under the terms of mandate, Britain was made 
responsible for placing the country under such political, administrative, and economic 
conditions as would be conducive to the establishment of a "Jewish National 
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Home." A Jewish Agency, representing the World Zionist Organization was to be set 
up for the purpose of advising and cooperating with the British Administration. Its 
president was Weizman and David Ben Gurionwas the head of its Standing Executive 
Committee. The Agency had close links with the India Office and the Viceroy of India, 
Lord Reading. Its Foreign Political Department was under the charge of Victor 
Arlosroff. The Arabs struggled under the dynamic leadership of Mufti Amin-ul-Hus- 
saini for liberating their sacred soil from the Zionists and their Imperialist col- 
laborators. 

Britain’s virtual seizure of Palestine gave her important strategic and politi- 
cal advantages. Its quarter of a century rule is a classic example of colonial enslavement 
and a policy of suppressing Arab aspirations. In September 1920, the British 
authorities published the first ordinance on Jewish immigration by setting an annual 
quota at 16,600 Jews. Mufti Amin-ul-Hussaini headed the anti-Jewish demonstration 
and was sentenced by a British military court to 15 years imprison in absentia. In 
subsequent years, there were several riots which resulted in a heavy loss oflivcs and 
the properties of the Arabs. 

In the. first week of April 1924, a high level Christian Missionary Conference 
was held at Jerusalem. Eighty one delegates from fifteen different countries par- 
ticipated. The first thing the Conference undertook, says a Christian paper, was to get 
before it a wide survey of the general conditions and accessibility found in the different 
lands, It was observed... The abolition of Caliphate by Turkey, the spread of Bolshevik 
propaganda, the abolition of monarchies, etc. had left the Muslim World a 
seethingmass of groping humanity stunned and disintegrating, hunting for solutions 
t of its vexing problems and planning its defences almost without reason ’ 1 
l Egypt: Against this political scene, Miiza Mahmud set his foot on the soil of Middle 
East On 29 July, he reached Cairo and stayed with Sheikh Mahmud Ahmad Irfanij a 
Qadiani agent working in Egypt since 1922. He held a series of meetings with th&Cairo 
Intelligence Bureau and afterwards sought the advice of the British High Commis- 
1 sioner of Egypt on some political issues of the Middle East. Egyptian ulema con- 
demned the presence and activities of Qadiani mission in Cairo. 
i Mirza Mahmud says: 

There are three parties in Egypt. One party is headed by Saeed Zaghlol, the 
Prime Minister of Egypt, the other belongs to Watnis and the third party is called 
l Hizab i Ahrar. Abdul Aziz Shah Waish, a Watani is bitterly against A hmadis. The Azhar 
!' Group and Sufi Syed Abu Ali Azam who met me, wanted to appoint someone as 
1 Khalifa for the Muslim World. This is not possible, only at the hands of a spiritual 
i caliph people can assemble.’ 2 He was obviously referring to himself. 
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From Egypt he went to Jerusalem where he was accorded a warm welcome 
by a Zionist organization. 

Jerusalem: On his arrival in Jerusalem, he announced that on the basis of revelations 
and prophecies of the Promised Messiah (Mina Qadiani), it had been a proven fact that 
Jews would succeed in colonizing Palestine . Mir/a Mahmud said that he had seen the 
‘pitiable condition’ of Jews. They were bitterly weeping in front of the Wailing Wall. 
It was a highly pathetic scene. He was greatly moved by it. 

I fell that these people had the right to get a part ol the Solomon's Temple 
(Al Aqsa) to erect their synagogue for their prayers. More than that I had in my mind 
the condition of those Muslims who had not accepted the Promised Messiah and 
beat me Jews like people. 1 thought over their (Muslims) crimes and the punishment 
they would receive. It terrified and moved me. They are inviting the wrath of God 
without having any fear. 

He then adds : 

‘I (Mir/a Mahmud) saw Muslim chiefs (in Palestine) and found them 
satisfied. They thought they would succeed in ousting Jews. But I believe they are 
wrong. The Jewish nation has determined to occupy their ancestral land. 2 Though 
they, for some time, had not been successful in colonization as they were mostly 
businessmen and had less experience in agriculture, nevertheless it could not shake 
their determination. No wonder, if they met some set backs in their early attempts at 
colonization. 3 The prophecies of the Holy Quran and certain revelations of the 
Promised Messiah reveal that Jews must succeed in colonizing this land (subsequent 
events testified Hazoor (Mir/a Mahmud’s) statement verbatum-Foot note by Dost 
Muhammad Qadiani in Tarikh-e-Ahmadyat). 4 As far as I think Muslims should come 
to terms with the Christian and Jews. According to these terms Jews could settle in 
this country and Muslims could maintain their superiority as well. I had a scheme in 
my mind whieh I could not explain here. 1 ' 

Sir Herbert Samuel ( IS70-1963), the High Commissioner of Palestine was 
in London at that time and Sir Gilbert Clayton was the officiating High Commissioner 
of Palestine. It may be recalled that Sir Clayton was a staunch Zionist and had been 
the head of Military Intelligence in Cairo during the Wartime. Hewasa dose associate 
of Lawerencc of Arabia and also worked as an adviser to Genera! Allenby during his 
campaign in Syria. He was, in fact, the architect ofthe spying network in the Middle 
East which played an ignonimous part to bring the Arabs under Imperialist-Zionist 
subjugation. Mirza Mahmud had very frank discussions with him. The President of 
the Jewish Agency and head of its Foreign Political Department look keen interest in 
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ihe outcome of these meetings. Sir Clayton highly appreciated Ahniadya beliefs and 
discussed various aspects of Palestine question with him. 

On 12 August. Mirza Mahmudwas invited to tea by Mufti Amin-ul-Hussaini, 
President Supreme Council of Palestine. Also present there was Chief of the City. He 
explained him the nature and growth of Ahmadya missions. Discussions were held 
over wide range of subjects from Dajjal to Khatam-i-Nabuwat. 1 The Chief of the City 
felt aversion to his cacophony. 

Mirza Mahmud then called oiuhe High Commissioner of Palestine. Hegives 
the following account of his meeting with Clayton: 

The (5 over nor is called High Commissioner (H.C)in Palestine. The H.C. of 
Palestine is nowadays in Britain and Sir Gilbert Clayton is working in his place. I met 
him and had discussions with him for an hour on Palestine affairs. He is a European 
and had sympathy with Muslims. He had prepared a scheme for future development 
of the country which I think could prove very beneficial. Regretably, he wants to get 
an early retirement. It is possible that other people may not execute it in a hotter way. 
The Muslims have complaints ahout their educational affairs. He admitted it and told 
me that he had sent a proposal to the British Government for the formation of a 
sub-committee vested with certain powers on educational matters. 2 

Mirza Mahmud then adds . 

"In the very first meeting, Mr. Clayton expressed his very keen interest in 
our (Ahmadya) order. Although we have to leave next day, he insisted to have a lunch 
with him at 1:30 p.nv (on 13 August). Thus discussions were also held with him the 
next day for 1/1/2 hours. I got a lot of information from him regarding the affairs of 
Palestine. Clayton discussed the Indian politics aswell besides conditions of Palestine/ 

We gave him some proposals"Which he accepted with pleasure and respect. 
He was very pleased and at the time of our departure showed a map of Palestine to 
uswhich highlighed the DeadSea. He, w-ilhoul any request from us, hrought two letters 
for me. One was addressed to the Consul in Damascus and other to the Consul in 
Italy. He used a highly commendatory language and showered a lot of praise on us in 
them. He also showed his keen interest in our further stay in Palestine. 

Mr.Clayton ordered the Railway authorities to provide all facilities to us 
during our journey to Damascus. A letter was also sent to the .District Magistrate, 
Haifa for taking care of us." 4 

Damascus: In Damascus, a number of Qadiani agents had actively been working.since 
the time of Zaindul Abdin ( 1912), the notorious Lawrence of Qadian. They established 
a mission there. Mirza Mahmud stayed in the Central Hotel. To attract Syrian 
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Muslims, Qadiani agents resorted to free distribution of Ahniadya literature they had 
already prepared in Qadian for that purpose. The Syrian press strongly reacted over 
this vicious campaign and the ulema demanded the expulsion of Qadiani troupe from 
Damascus. 

Mirza Mahmud gives an account of his activities in the following words: "As 
we arrived in Damascus, we faced a great difficulty in finding a place to stay. There 
was no one to pay attention towards us and our presence remained unnoticed for two 
days. I got afraid and prayed to God for the fulfilment of the prophecy concerning 
Damascus. I feared I had to leave after a short stay without any success. 1 prayed for 
my success. When I slept after praying, the following words were revealed to mewhich 
1 slowly uttered "Abad-e-Mukaram" i.e. My ((.iod) servant upon whom the nevetvnce 
is bestowed. I was now sure of my success in preaching Ahniadya beliefs there. Thus 
the very next day people poured in. From morning till midnight two to twelve hundred 
persons awaited in front of the hotel. The owner of the hotel anticipated disturbances 
and the police arrived. The police officer also feared the eruption of disturbances. To 
dispel their fears, I stood in front of the people to show that they had not come to 
create any disturbance. A few among them hurled abuse on us but most of them 
expressed their feelings of love by pointing at me and saying, He is the son of Mahdi 
and also saluted. The police forced us to stay in hotel as they were afraid to take any 
responsibility of a mishap. We were confined in our room I telephoned the British 
Consul at Damascus and explained him the position. He made necessary arrangements 
and the people could come after obtaining permission from us.” 1 

Syrian Muslims strongly protested to General Maxime Weyguard, the 
French High Commissioner of Syria against the presence and provocative activities 
of the Qadiani troupe and demanded their immediate expulsion from Damascus. They 
also demanded the confiscation of Qadiani literature they had been distributing in 
Syria. Mirza Mahmud tried his best through the good offices of the British Consul to 
prolong his stay in Damascus but could not succeed. On 18 August, the British Consul 
in Damascus called on Mirza Mahmud at the Central Hotel and briefed him on his 
future strategy. Mirza Mahmud also met the Governor of Syria Subhi Beg and 
explained him the nature of Ahniadya movement. Some ulema and Chiefs who were 
present there were bitterly against Ahniadya mission and demanded their immediate 
expulsion. Mirza Mahmud, in one of his Friday addresses, compares the British 
support given to Qadiani missions abroad with that of other colonial powers specially 
the French and states: 

"When I reached Syria on my way to England, I published a pamphlet for 
Tabligh purpose. The Muslims strongly protested and demanded a ban on it. It was , 
just a chance that on that day I had a meeting with the French Governor. When I met 
him he talked in a sweet manner and asked whether I would like to take a glass of 
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lemonade or a cup of coffee. He also enquired about my health and assured his full 
cooperation to me. All that was in line with our (Indian) traditions. During the course 
of discussion, there came up the question of Ahmadya tract which the Syrian Muslims 
demanded to be banned. I told him that people were protesting for nothing and sought 
his opinion on its ban. He expressed his firm belief that it was neither reasonable to 
ban it nor did he intend to interfere in religious matters. Afterwards, I came to know 
that the Government had, in fact, already proscribed it. When a complaint was lodged 
with certain officers that contrary to the Governor’s assurance the said pamphlet had 
been proscribed, they informed us that it was perfectly in pursuance of the orders 
given by the Governor. Our men were also informed that the time, the Governor was 
offering a glass of lemonade and emphasing his policy of non interference in religious 
matters, he had already instructed to ban that pamphlet.” 1 2 

During his stay in Damascus, Mirza Mahmud was interviewed by the 
correspondent or an Arab journal Afif Ba on 9 Muharrum, 1342 A.H. (14 August, 
1924): 

O. What do you think about AlKhilafutulIslam (Caliphate in 
Islam) ? 

A. 1 do not believe any one could have a right to proclaim his 
Caliphate except me. The Caliph of Islam whom the people all 
over the world whether living in East or West mftst obey is no one 
else except me. 

Q. What is the future of the East? How can Ahmadya order exert 
influence on its political condition? 

A. I do not dabble in politics. I may like to say that the Ahmadya 
order will spread all over the world. At that time all people will 
be like brothers and no one will be a ruler and a ruled one like 
these days. 

The Syrian newspapers specially Fatiul A/nb and A/if Ba wrote convincing 
articles to expose Qadianism and its anti-lslamic and pro-imperialist stance. 

Tarikh-e-Ahmadyat observes : 

"Despite adverse circumstances, God bestowed upon the Khalifa an extraor- 
dinary success and repute in completion of his mission." 3 

Italy: On 17 August, the Mirza and his party reached Italy. He called on Italian Fascist 
leader Mussolini on 19 August and explained him the aimsand objects of the Ahmadya 
order. He requested the Pope to give him some time for exchange of views but he 
declined. The Assistant Editor of the daily La Tribuna held an interview with him. He 
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asked him some questions on Indian politics. Regarding the possibilities of forging 
unity among different religious and ethnic groups in India, Mir/.a Mahmud explained 
that no unity could be achieved in a multi-religious society where mistrust prevailed. 
He criticized the Khilaful issue and claimed to he the true Khalifa. 1 
London: On 22 August, he reached London and took up his residence at 6 Chesham 
Palace. A British paper reported ‘His Holiness, the Khalifa lul Musih, Alhaj Mir/a 
Bashjruddin Mahmud Ahmad, the head of the Ahmadya movement in Islam, who is 
to represent Islam at the forthcoming Conference of Religions of the Empire at 
Wembley arrived at Victoria station, London on August 22. Owing to a 
misunderstanding, the Khalifa arrived at a time when half of those who were to have 
assembled to welcome him were absent. Those present, however, joined him in saying 
prayer, and the luggage having been put in charge of one member of the party, they 
moved off to Ludgate Hill, and thence to St. Paul Churchyard. This was done to fulfil 
a tradition with Muhammadans which says that after coming from Damascus the 
Mahdi will pray at ‘Bab-c-Lud’ i.e. Ludgate. The Khalifa called at Damascus on his way 
to England. From Ludgate, His Holiness went to Chesham Palace where he is staying 
during his visit to London. He also proposes to visit Bringhton to see the memorial 
erected there to Mohammadun soldiers who fell during the War.' 2 3 

According to l'arikh-e-Ahnuidynt, Mir/.a Mahmud received an extraordinary 
coverage from the British press. A ‘bigoted’ Roman Catholic paper had to call it a 
‘conspiracy. K Zionist-backed ptvss was in the forefront to intixnhice Mina Mahmud and 
Ahnwdyat to the British public. 

Wembley Conference: The Conference on living Religions within the limpin' was 
organized under the presidency of Sir Denison Ross by the School of Oriental Studies 
and the Sociological Society, was held at the Imperial Institute, South Kensington 
from 22 September to 23rd October, 1924. 

The session devoted to Islam was presided over by Dr. Margoiiouth and 
during that three discourses were delivered. Khawaja Kainalud Din’s paper The Basic 
Principles of Islam was read by Yusif Ali. It consisted of a careful exegesis of the 
teaching of the Quran. The social influence of Islam was set forth in eloquent passages, 
and the moral qualities that are generated in man by obedience to faith. The paper 
explained the position of woman which was elevated by Islam to equality with man. 
Materia! progress was the closing subject of the paper. 

The second paper was from Sheikh Khadum Dojaily, a learned Shia from 
Baghdad. He gave the historical development of Shia faith and explained the main 
elements of Shia creed. Then came Mirza Muhmud’s paper entitled Ahmadiyat* It was 
read out by Zafarullah Khan. Before that Theodor Morisson, the British MP intro* 
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3. Tarikh Vol V. P.417 
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duced him to the participants of the Conference. In his paper he introduced the 
Ahmadya movement, gave the main objects of religion and expounded an Interna- 
tional Peace formula. 1 The formula was based on the following broad principles: 

1) International conduct should be subject to acceptable individual 
moral standards. A League of Nations to be established. 

2) Aggression should be collectively fought out by all the member 
nations of the International Peace Commission. 

3) Treaties should be fully respected but unjust treaties should not 
be sought to be implemented. 

4) Hard conditions should not be imposed on wrong doing party. 

5) Nationalism should not encourage aggressive policies. 

6) No power should covet what a neighbour possess and therefore 
should not disturb its peace not infringe its rights on frontiers. 

7) No nation should harbor feelings of superiority. 

8) There should be peace between Government and their respective 
peoples. 

9) No nation should take advantage of any situation at the expense 
of a weak nation. 

10) Nations should not take sides in disputes between sister nations 
but collectively endeavour to settle the differences amicably and 
justly. 

1 1) Nations should be prepared to make sacrifices for international 
peace. 

12) Nations should forget old jealousies and prejudices and act justly 
towards one another. 

13) Each nations should be well prepared to fight back aggression so 
that its weak defences may not tempt a better equipped neighbour 
to invade its territory. 2 

Qadiani spies stoned: In the second week of his stay in Londop he received news of 
he death by stoning of a Qadiani missionary in Kabul. Naimatullah, like Molvi Latif 
vas a British spy planted in Afghanistan. The Afghan police was suspicious of his 
ictivities and watched them closely. At last, he was arrested and confined in a cell. He 
was proved guilty of spying as well as apostaey from Islam and was stoned to death On 
26 August, 1924. 3 


red by the Afghan Court i 
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Qadianis never lost any opportunity to spread their heretical beliefs in 
Afghanistan. They were well informed that any propaganda against established 
religion of the state was punishable by death but they openly defied the Ameer’s decree 
of ban and forced the Kabul authorities to take action against them for the solidarity 
of the state. 1 

A London paper reports : When the news of Naimatullah Khan’s martyrdom 
was received in London .Hazrat Khalifatul Masih and his party were overwhelmed 
with grief and pity for the young martyr. A protest meeting was held in Essex Hall, 
Essex Street, which runs from the eastern end of the strand down to Victoria 
Embankment. It was presided over by Dr. Walter Walsh and was well attended. 2 
Khawaja Nazir Ahmad, son of Khawaja Kaniaiuddin of Woking Mission was also 
present there. He sharply reacted over the text of the Resolution and called it ‘one sided 
and partial.’ This helped people know the other side of the story. 

Zafarullah expressed his resentment over the cruel murder of the young 
‘martyr’ and rebuked the ulema and the Amir. He called it a ‘barbaric atrocity’, and 
a ‘story of meanness and deceit.’ 3 

Telegrams of protest were sent to the League of Nations and the Prime 
Minister of Great Britain, France, and Italy and the President of the United States 4 
to apprise them of the policy of persecution adopted by the Afghan Government under 
Amanuliuh against Ahmadis.Zafarullah addressed a strong protest note to the Afghan 
Ambassador in Paris, who was also accredited to Britain. He tore it into pieces. 3 
Zafarullah also offerred his services to serve as an Ahmadya missionary at Kabul. 

Sir Zafarullah says that a year after the killing of Ahmadya missionary when 
King Amanullah and his consort Queen Surayah returned from their European tour, 
"Within weeks an uprising led by a scalawag overturned the monarchy, and sent the 
King and the Queen scampering into ignominious exile. Amanullah Khan settled in 
Rome to a life of low debauchery, his wife and daughter left him in disgust, and he 
dragged out the remaining few years of his miserable existence in loneliness. Sic trwisit 
gloria mundi. " 

In reply to Qadiani propaganda, the Afghan Government clarified that the 
freedom of religion given in the Republic’s Constitution safeguarded the rights of 
followers of all religions, but was not a license for so^alled Muslims to preach heretical 
doctrines. It was officially stated that the Qadianis were involved in politics and 
conspired to foment the 1924 rebellion of Khost against Amanullah Government. 7 


Sardar Iqbal Ali Shah, A'ghanlstan and Afghans, Reprint Gosha-e-Adah, Quetta 1978 P.215 
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The Secretary of State for India informed Mirza Mahmud in London that 
the Government would take up this matter with Afghan Government on infotmo ! 
basis. Sher Ali, Amir Ahmadya Community India sent telegrams to the Presidents of 
Muslims League and the Congress requesting them to condemn the killings. Gandhi, 
in his personal capacity, called the incident ‘deplorable.’ 1 

A public meeting was held in London and a resolution was passed to express 
grief and resentment over the incident. Copies of resolution were sent to the 
Governments of Afghanistan, USA, France, Italy, Germany, Japan, Turkey, Egypt and 
India. The resolution was signed by the following eminent personalities of Britain 2 

1) A. R. Nicholson M.A.DLitt. Prof Cambridge 

2) H.G. Wells 

3) Sir A.ConanDoyal, M.D.Litt 

4) G.R.Esmod, Editor, the Coast, London 

5) Sij Sydney Lee Land, D.D.Litt, Prof. English Literature 

6) Sir Oliver Lodge, FRDSC 

7) Sir Francis Younghusband, KES, LLD, DSC. 

The Muslim press in India the Siyasnt and Zamindar of Lahore, Vakil, 
Amristsar and Hantdam Lukhriow wrote on the issue and unveiled the political 
conspiracy of Qadian. They disclosed lhat Naimatullah was an accomplice of Khost 
rebels. The Kabul Government never persecuted Hindus, Sikhs and other minorities 
as they lived peacefully' and did not conspire against the solidarity of the State. 

The British papers viz Daily News, Daily Express, Daily Chronicle and Daily. 
Telegraph splashed the news and wrote leading articles on 'persecution of Ahmadis.’ 4 
A British paper, The Near East and India criticized Amir Amanullah of 
Kabul’s reforming zeal. 'From the fact that Molvi Naimatullah Khan, who has thus 
met his death, enjoyed at one time the favour of the Amir, and that his offence was 
as much his adherence to a banned Muslim sect as his alleged complicity in political 
intrigue, it has to be inferred that this reversion to type represents a desperate attempt 
on the Amir’s part to direct the storm which his measures have raised among his 
subjects.’' 

To the great surprise of Qadian, the London press published a telegram 
received from the British Government, Simla stating that Naimatullah had been 
involved in political affairs and that resulted in his stoning to death by the Kabul , 
Government. That was enough to sadden Mirza Mahmud. Qadian stood exposed. 


1. Alfajl Qadian, 21 February, 1925 

2. Altazl •edian 24 April 1925 

3. Afzal Qadian, 16 September, 1924 

5. The Near East and India, London, 11 September, 1924 
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Mirza Mahmud lost no time to send a telegram to the Viceroy of India from London 
deploring the Simla’s telegram published in the Times, London which stated the 
political involvement of Qadianis in Kabul affairs. He called it 'unbelievable and 
misconstrued’ and staled : 

"Foreign Political Department of India had already guessed in June the 
upcoming events. If the story of Molvi Naimatullah’s assassination attempt on Amir 
Kabul is true then why the Kabul authorities arrested Ghulam Rasul and Abdul 
Haleem four or five months before the incident? Ghulam Rasul died due to police 
atrocities and Haleem was under arrest when 1 left Qadian. Moreover why did the 
Afghan Government force the British Government of India to call back Dr. Fazal 
Krim who is an Ahmadi and is serving in the British Embassy in Kabul? 1 These events 
show that all was a pre-planned affair. I do not believe that the Government of India, 
instead of sympathizing with the Ahmadis, who had a centre in India and who had 
made tremendous sacrifices for the Government and extended help to it under 
extraordinarily difficult conditions, would add to their anguish and grief by publishing 
and authenticating the ridiculous story of assassination attempt."^ 

Qadiunj saboteurs continued to play a henious role in Afghan politics in 
subsequent years. In February 1925, two more Qadian agents were arrested on the 
charge of conspiring against the integrity of the Afghan Republic and were put to 
death. The Interior Minister of Afghanistan issued the following statement on the 
execution of these Qadiani "spies": 

"Two Kabulis viz, Mullah Abdul Hakeem Chahar Asani and Mullah Noor 
Ali shopkeeper embraced the Qadiani creed and were occupied in misleading the 
people from the right path. The Rcpublicwas forced to sue against them in the court. 
As a result of it, they were proved guilty and were done to death by the people on 
Thursday, the 1 1th of Rajab. Another case had also been pending against them for a 
long time and treacherous letters from foreigners against the interest of the Afghan 
Government were found in their possession. This shows that they had sold themselves 
to the enemies of Afghanistan. More details will be made public after furthr inquiry." 3 

Qadianis extended full support in men and money to the British in their 
offensive to oust King Amanullah Khan from his Kingdom. Baeha Saqao was 
promoted by the British to acquire the throne. It resulted in the death of hundreds of 
Afghan fighters. Qadianis claim that in accordance with the prophecy of the Mirta 
pronounced on 15 April, 1905 ‘About 85,000 men shall be slain in the dominion of 
Kabul ’ the civil war claimed 100,000 lives. 
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On 9 March, General Nadir Khan returned from France, declared war 
against Bachu Saqao and captured Kabul. Unfortunately on 8 November, 1933 he was 
shot dead. Mirza Mahmud jubiliantly declared: "Mirza Ghulani Ahmad's prophecy 
"Alas! Where is Nadir Shah gone" 1 had been fulfilled." 

(Jadiani conspiracies against the solidarity of Kabul regime never ended. 
The anti-Afghan posture of Oadian look different shapes at different occasions. They 
hated the Afghan rulers and openly condemned their policies. 

London ‘Mosque’: Dr. Henry Leitner, an orientalist of repute and former Principal of 
the Oriental College, Lahore thought of establishing an Oriental Institute in London 
which should have a mosque attached to it. "He received substantial contributions 
from India, the largest subscribers were Her Higness, the Begum of Bhopal and Nawab 
Sir Salar Jang, Prime Minister of the State of Hyderabad, Dr. Leitner setup the 
Institute and mosque at Woking in Surrey, some 24 miles from London. The mosque 
was called Shah Jehan Mosque, in honour of Begum of Bhopal and adjacent to it were 
erected a residential buildingwhich was named Sir Salar JangMemorial House. After 
Dr. Leitner’s death the whole estate passed into the hands of his family headed by his 
eldest son. 2 * 

The Mosque and the Memorial House were looked after by his family but 
were not put to any practical use. Syed Amir Ali and other leading Muslims then in 
London requested them that the estate being a Muslim foundation should be handed 
over to them. It was not acceptable to them because they considered it their personal 
property. However, a compromise was reached whereby the family handed over the 
Mosque and Memorial House to the control and management of the Muslims and 
retained the Institute and the area attached to it." 

In 1912, Khawaja Kamaluddin was sent to England by Hakim Nuruddin to 
preach Qadiani beliefs. He requested Syed Amir Ali that he should be put incharge 
of the Mosque and the House so that the Mosque could be used as a place ofworship 
and the Memorial House could be used as the residence of the Imam. Syed Amir Ali 
agreed and a formal dead of trust was concluded in 1913 whereby the management of 
the Mosque and the House was vested in him 4 

In 1914, Qadiani community was divided into two belligerent groups. Fateh 
Muhammad Sayal, an agent of Mirza Mahmud planted in London to check the 
activities of Khawaja Kamaluddin was ousted by the Khawaja. Members of Jamat 
Ahmadya Lahore continued to use that platform for the propagation of their ideas. 
The Woking Mosque is now under the Muslim control. 


1 Mirza Mahmud Ahmad, SarzamirH-Kabul Mein Aik Taza Nishan Ka Zahoor, Oadian, November, 1933 

2. Sir Zafarullah, Ahmadyat, P.243 

3. tbid P.240 

4. Ibid P.250 




Pilgrimage To London 


108 


Qadiani Jamat felt a great need to establish their Mission in London. The 
house and ground at 63, Melrose Road, London were acquired from a Jew to build a 
Mosque: Before leaving for India, Mirzu Mahmud laid the foundation stone of the 
‘Mosque’ in London. The stone laying ceremony was attended by Sir Alexander Drake, 
former Financial Commissioner of the Punjab, Mrs. Reni Spain of India Office, the 
Japanese Ambassador, the German Charge’de Affairs, the Esthonian and Albanian 
Ministers, the Serbian consul and the Mayor of Wandsworth. The Turkish Minister 
was prevented by illness from attending. 

It was announced that the ‘Mosque’ would be erected at a cost of about ten 
thousand pounds for which funds were said to be in hand. At the time of ceremony 
only the Mihrab or praying place was built. 2 3 

Mirza Mahmud also made it clear that the ‘Mosque’ was meant for the 
worship of God and would be open to Christians and Jews alike as they believed in 
God. He emphasized that humble efforts of the Ahmadya community would help in 
promotion of justice, amity and lover 

A report of the Yorkshire Observer, London says: 

"This afternoon the fondation stone of the first London Mosque was laid at 
Southfields, under the auspices of the Ahmadya community which owes much to 
Western environment. His Holiness, the Khialfiatul Masih, wholeadsthisCommunity, 
which was founded in the Punjab thirty four years ago, and who is the third in 
succession to the founder, presided. The assembly proved a picturesque one, and I 
noticed especially the green turbans signifying that the pilgrimage to Mecca had been 
made by their wearers and the red fezes." 4 

A confidential report of a Christian missionary journal says: 

"Other Muslims treat the Ahmadya movement as an impostor, but it is, 
nevertheless, steadily gaining converts, particularly in Western countries. It stands 
towards Islam as Christianity stood in its early stages towards Judaism, and its founder 
claimed, of course, to be the Mahdi and the Messiah of prophecy." 5 

The paper adds: 

"Many British residents in Muslim countries under our rule or influence 
deplored the indifferent manner in which the Government treated the recent proposal 
that it should lend its support to a project for building a ‘Mosque’ in London worthy 
of the religion. The French Government has built such a Mosque for the use of its 
Muslim subjects, and has thereby greatly increased its prestige." 6 


2 . FaZBl L ° d ° n ' °* d ' an ’ 

3. T arikh-e-Ah mndy al Vol V, P.427 

4. The Moelim World, October/Nova m be r 1925 

5. News and !•* .January 1 925 (Confidential) 

6. IhH 


7, PP.32-34 
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In the last week of October, 1924 Mirza Mahmud left for India. Before his 
departure he said: 

There is, in my opinion, a great responsibility on the shoulders of the English 
people. They are the nucleus and bond of the British Empire, which 1 hope will be 
strengthened more and never be shaken. For myself and my community I can assure 
my fellow subjects of the British Isles and other parts of the Empire that we will do 
our best to strengthen the movement of cooperation and unity in the British Empire, 
and with all the world.’ 1 

Opening Ceremony: The London ‘Mosque’ served as a powerful propaganda centre 
in promoting the Imperialists aims. It was a church as well as a synagogue. The opening 
of the ‘Mosque’ after its completion in 1926 was also an interesting episode. Mirza 
Mahmud, at first, proposed the name of Amir Zaid, the son of former Sharif of Mecca 
for the task. Subsequently his name was replaced by King Faisal of Iraq. An invitation 
was extended to him but he simply declined 2 Mirza Mahmud’s real intention in 
proposing the name of an eminent Arab Muslim was to establish the position of that 
structure as Mosque as well as to project the image of Qadiani Jamat as a missionary 
movement in Islam. He turned his attention towards Prince Faisal of Saudi Arabia 
(Shah Faisal Shaheed) and wrote to King Saud to instruct his son to inaugurate the 
function. He also requested StJohn Philby, a great friend of King Saud whose 
association with the Saud family was not above-board, to persuade him to instruct his 
son to perform the ceremony 3 4 It may be mentioned here that Philby was the father 
of Kim Philby. Kim became a notorious double agent and said to have betrayed the 
British in the post War II period by siding with the Russians? 

In September 1926, Amir Faisal was on an official visit to London. Mirza 
Mahmud sent telegrams to the senior British officials including Mr.Jordan, British 
Consul at Jeddah and Mr.Victor Malet of Department of Foreign Affairs and made 
repeated requests to King Ibn Saud to instruct his son to perform the ceremony. The 
London Missionary, Abdul Rahim Dard continued to make announcements that the 
proposed opening ceremony would going to be performed by Amir Faisal without 
getting his formal consent and confirmation. 

Mirza Mahmud went to the extent of urging upon King Saud that if he could 
not instruct his son to perform ceremony, his Government, having already lost the 
sympathies of a layman, would invite the wrath of wise and educated class of India. 5 

Amir Faisal did not perform the opening ceremony of the ‘Mosque’ despite 
strong persuasion from different British quarters. The arrival of Sir Abdul Qadir, 
President, Punjab Legislative Council and the editor of the Mokhazan, Lahore helped 


1 . Near East and London, November, '924 

2. Terikh-e-Ahmadyal Vol V. P.548 

3. Dr. Ismail, op. cH. PP.32-33 

4. Bruce Page, David Laltch and Philip KJnghlley, PhllbjHhe Spy mho Betrayed a Generation, London, 1980 

5. Dr. Ismail, op. cit. P.88 
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Imam Dard save his lace. He had come to represent India in the League of Nations. 
He was persuaded to perform the opening ceremony of the Fazal ‘Mosque’, London. 
Tankh-e-Ahniadyal says : 

"Although Prince Faisal did not conic yet Altmadya Jamal gained what it 
planned after opening ceremony of the Fazal ‘Mosque.’ The British Press gave wider 
publicity to the London ‘Mosque’ and Ahmudya Jamal ." 1 

The NearEasi and India, London dwelt upon the misunderstanding by which 
the young Emir was appointed to open the Mosque and then debarred from doing so 
which caused a last minute choice to be made of a presider over picturesque and 
historic function. This fell upon Khan Bahadur, the Sheikh Abdul Oadir, member of 
the Indian Delegation to the League of Nations. 

The Imam read out a message of the Khalifa, ‘the key note of which was the 
duly which lay equally at the door of Christian and the Mussulman was to strive for 
peace and friendliness on eart h. To this end, houses consecrated in the name of God 
might be made centres of union. The Fmun, in his address confessed his inability to 
understand the change in altitude on the part of Ibn Saud towards this effort of the 
Ahmadya Community. 

Sheikh Abdul Qudir protested his unworthiness to open the Mosque. First 
he was not a prince, and secondly he disliked ceremonies. He, however, expressed the 
hope that the British Government would follow the example of France, and build 
mosque in the capital of the British Empire. 

Then came a striking address by a non Muslim, the Maharaja of Burdwan. 
He also conceived it his duty to attend the ceremony to give proof that Hindu and 
Muslim could live in amity. He was glad to have asked to attend a Muslim gathering, 
regarding this occasion, with Khan Bahadur presiding, as a manifestation of the 
catholicity of Islam. Among those who accepted the invitations to be present were 
sonic members of the diplomatic and consular corps, Viscount Versey, Lord Vesty, 
Lord Ashfield, Lord Riddle, Sir Newton Moor, MP; Col Sir Arthur Holbrook, MP; 
Sir Parkgoff MP; Sir Michael and Lady O’Dwyer, Sir William Simpson, Sir Henry 
Jackson, MP; Mr. H.St.J.B.Philby, Lt. Col T.S.B. Williams and Lt. Col. Cunliffecwen. 
It was noticeable that no Muslim Country tm? officially ivp/vsentcd .’ 2 (Italics added). 

The paper concluded that the ‘Mosque’ docs itself represent the kind of 
compromise between East and West that the members of the Ahmadya Community 
endeavour to strike between Islam and Christianity. 
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PALESTINE MISSION 

Mir/a Mahmud chalked out a vicious programme for the Middle East in 
accordance with the instructions of the Colonial Office, London. In October 1924, on 
his way back to India, he stayed at Grand Hotel, Paris alongwilh Sir Zafarullah Khan 
On 27 October, he went to a Cabret called the CabivtDuncnnt to see a show of ‘life 
and death.’ He also desired to see the sexual behaviour and aspects of nudity of the 
European Society. He took Zafarullah to an opera house and saw obscene scenes and 
performance of French gay girls. This is his own confession. 1 He left the house only 
after the end of the show. 2 

On 29 October, he called on Lord Crew, the British Minister in Paris and 
discussed the political conditions of India. His point of view was appreciated by Lord 
Crew.* 

During his short stay in Egypt, the Egyptian Muslims staged violent 
demonstration and disrupted the reception being arranged for Mirza Mahmud by 
some Ahmadis and pro-British elements. Mirza Mabmud says: 

‘When I was coming back from England in 1924, the Ahamadies of Egypt 
convened a meeting at Alexandaria in order to decide about making arrangements for 
my reception, whereupon people accusingthem ofbeing agents of the British attacked 
them unaware and killed some innocent members of the parly, causing great damage 
to the property of certain others. " 4 

In the light of ''achievements of the tour" and in accordance with the advice 
he received from the senior British officials in London, Mirza Mahmud chalked out 
his future political programme. He paid a good deal of attention to the affairs of 
Middle East where Qadianism had no roots and tried to involve his community to 
serve Imperialist aims. He launched his vicious plan by setting up Ahmadya Missions 
in the Arab lands. For that purpose, he sent Waliullah Shah and Jalaluddin Shams to 
Middle East in June 1925 s Both these Imperialist agents reached Syria which was 
then under the French control. Shams stayed in Syria and Waliullah proceeded to Iraq 
to deliver some important letters to certain British functionaries. He called on Sir 
Percy Cox, the British High Commissioner of Iraq to persuade King Faisal to remove 
the ban imposed by the Government on the activities of Qadiani Jamat in 
Iraq.Through the efforts of Sir Henry Dobbs, the new British High Commissioner, 
and with the active support of Rustam Bay Haider, Minister of Finance, Iraq, who 
was an old friend of Waliullah, 6 King Faisal agreed to relax restrictions on Qadiani 
Jamat. Mirza Mahmud, in one of his addresses to his community explained its political 
significance and implications for Qadiani Jamat : 
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'To me, Shah Sahib had done a great job concerning Iraq during his journey 
(to Middle East). Politically, it would exert far-reaching effects. We had been trying 
through Government of India (to remove ban) but were not allowed to carry out our 
activities. Our men were expelled from Iraq on the charge of propagation of Ahmadya 
creed. Even holding of a meeting within the premises of a private house was not 
allowed. The removal of restriction is really an important achievement and has certain 
political implications. This will prove that Ahmadya nation can change the decisions 
of a Government." 1 

After fulfiling his political mission in Iraq, Waliullah returned to Damascus 
the place where he had been installed by the British to spy on Turks during the First 
World War. He called on French High Commissioner, General Maurrice Sarrial and 
explained him the prospective political role of Qadiani Mission in Syria. By 1925, 
French rule in Syria was shaken to the foundations when the Druze rose in revolt and 
formed an alliance with the nationalists in Damascus. The French Imperialists 
imposed Martial Law to crush the uprising. At last an agreement was reached. Abdul 
Rahman Shah announced the formation of a revolutionary Government for Syria. 2 
During the period of turmoil. Shams secretly propagated Qadiani beliefs. He publish- 
ed a tract Al Haqaiq-e-Ahmadya and rendered Mir/a Ghulam Ahmad’s book Kashti-c 
Nooh into Arabic. 3 His anti-Jehad and pro-British writings forced Syrian Muslims to 
lodge protest with the Government and to make a demand for his expulsion from 
Syria. 

In his Mission Report to Qadian, Shams stated the difficulties being faced 
in ‘tabligh.’ He hinted at the political unrest prevailing in Syria and paid great tribute 
to the British for the protection and help extended to the Ahmadya missionaries by 
their diplomatic missions abroad. 4 

In December, 1927 some Syrian nationalists provoked by his activities made 
an attempt on his life. He, however, narrowly escaped. 5 Mirza Ahmud took strong 
exception to this attack. He sent protest letters to the British and French officials, 
specially to Henry Ponsot, the French High Commissioner in Syria. On the other hand, 
Syrian Muslims continued to press for his expulsion and closure of Qadiani Mission 
in Syria both for religious and political reasons. 6 

In 1928, Martial Law was lifted and Tajuddin Al-Hasni was invited to form 
a cabinet. Elections were announced to be held on 10 March, 1928 and a day before 
that the French Government served a 24-hour expulsion notice on Jalaluddin Shams. 


1 . Tarlkh Ahmadyat Vol V, P.497 

2. Petar Mansfield, op. cil. , P.238 

3. Tafikh-e-Ahmadyat, Vol V, P.497 

4. Aiful Qadian, 6 August, 1926 

5. Tarikh Vol V, 497 
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He, on the instructions of Mirza Mahmud, left for Palestine. Munirul Hasrti, a Syrian 
Qadiani convert was appointed an Amir in his place. 

Shams reached Palestine in March, 1928. In the words of Allah Ditta, a 
notorious Qadiani controversialist, he set up an Ahmadya mission at Mount Carmel 
in accordance with the prophecies of the Holy Scriptures. Palestine was under the 
British mandate and Qadian mission had their full support. Ahmadi agents were active 
in Palestine since the time of Mirza Ghulam Ahmad. They maintained links with secret 
Jewish societies, Imperialist-backed nationalist organizations and Freemasonry. Ac 
cording to Dost Mohammad Shahid, the compiler of TorikJt-e-Ahntarlyat, Muhammad 
A1 Maghrabi of Tripoli had secretly been propagating Ahmadya creed for the last 23 
years (since 1905). 1 2 Mirza Ghulam Ahmad himself had employed certain Arabs to 
distribute anti-Jehad and pro-British literature in the Arab World. At Acca near Haifa 
(now a centre of Bahaism) Sheikh Ibrahim, a member of Shazilya Sufi order was a 
Qadiani plant. By 1930, Saleh Abdul Qadir Owda of Kababir converted to Qadianism. 
On his arrival at Palestine, Shams found an already existing community of Ahmadis 
flourishing there. 

Shams called on Sir Herbert Plumer, the High Commissioner of Palestine 
and held informal meetings with other British officials. Mirza Mahmud made contacts 
with the India Office, Lord Irwin, the Viceroy of India and Colonial Office, London 
to seek instructions on the future political role of Qadiani mission in Palestine. Jewish 
circles looked favourably to the formal establishment of an Ahmadya Mission in 
Palestine. The Mission was immediately turned into a headquarter for the whole of 
Middle East. 3 Qadiani missionaries of Egypt, Syria, Iraq and the Gulf received 
guidelines from Palestine Mission to carry out their politico-religious activities. The 
head of the Palestine Mission frequently toured the Middle East and sent his secret 
reports to Qadian. 

Palestine Mission played a leading role in fulfiling the political aims of 
Zionism. It is ridiculous to believe Jewish conversion to Ahmadyat, which is a 
plantation of their own. Jews had not spared Jesus Christ, the real Messiah, how could 
they believe in a false Messiah of Qadian. One who knows the Jewish mind can easily 
understand that Jews could never allow a mission to be established in Palestine if it 
went against the basic ideology of Zionist state. They never let anti-Jewish religious 
organizations flourish in the ‘Promised Land.’ Qadiani and Bahai missions were 
exceptions. The Qadiani Mission proved highly harmful to the political struggle of the 
Palestine Muslims. It aimed to sabotage their liberation movements and led to create 
reactionary pressure groups among Muslims by turning them into Ahmadya heretics. 
It also served as a base to launch and support pro-imperialist political movements in 
Arab lands and to maintain the flow of spies to Middle East countries. Jewish Agency 


1. AJfazI Qadian, 29 February, 1944 
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3. Alflirqan Ratwah, Fabfuaiy 1856 P.18 
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subsidized the Mission for furtherance of its political ends. Jews could possibly have 
no objection to preaching of neo-Judaism under the cover of Ahmadyat. 

Shams gradually intensified his ‘missionary’ activities. He distributed anti 
Jehad literature to pacify Arab resistance movement and compiled a pamphlet entitled 
Al Jehad-ul-Isfami to prove that Jehad had been forbidden after the advent ofMirza 
Ghulam Ahmad, the Promised Messiah. It was a prototype copy of Mirza Ghulam 
Ahamd’s booklet: The British Government and Jehad. Jewish organizations took keen 
interest in its dissemination on a massive scale during the days when Palestine was in 
the grip of severe riots. The disturbances started over a dispute concerning religious 
practices at the Wailing Wall in Jerusalem, took a sharp turn and culminated in a 
strong anti-Jewish movement. Mufti Amin-Al-Hussaini played a leading role in of 
ganizingthe Jehad movement against the Zionist terrorists. To counteract malicious 
Qadiani propaganda campaign, A l-Majlis-e-Islami Ala and Jamiat-ul-Shuban-id- 
Must min rendered significant services. 1 

Once Shams was attacked by Arab Mujahidin but succeeded in escaping to 
nearby Jewish settlements. There remained a constant strife between Palestinians and 
Jewish-backcd Qadiani elements in around mid-twenties in British mandated territory 
of Palestine. During his tenure, Shams was able to set up a ‘Mosque’ in Kababir (April, 
1931) with the Zionist aid and extended the sphere of his activities to the Gulf States. 
Jerusalem Congress: In 1924, after the riots of Wailing Wall i.e. Al-Aqsa Mosque-(the 
place where Angel Gabrael tethered Burak during the Night-Journey of the Holy 
Prophet (p.b.o.h), the League of Nations sent a Commission to decide the matter. Its 
report pointed out the Islamic right of property but Jews continued their violent 
attacks on Muslims. To meet Jewish challenge and to provide a common platform for 
Muslims of the world, Mufti-i- Azam gave a call for World Muslim Congress at 
Jerusalem from 7-16 December, 1931 (27th Rajab). 

The Congress was held in Roozatul Muarif Hall, Jerusalem. Indian Muslims 
were represented by Allama Iqbal, Maulana Ghulam Rasul Mehr and Maulana 
Shaukat Ali. Allama Iqbal and Mehr, on their return from the Round Table Con- 
ference, London reached Cairo on 1st December, 1931. They were received by the 
representatives of Shuban-id-Muslimin , Jamiat-id-Rabita Al-Hindia, (a predominate- 
ly Qadiani organization), Dr Abdul Harneed, Saeed Bey (member Parliament), 
Allama Rashid Raza (Editor, Atminar), Master Imam Din Sialkoti, Khurshid Alam, 
Shiekh Muhammad Hussain and Shiekh Mahmood Ahmad Irfani (Qadiani). 2 Irfani 
edited a paper Island , in Arabic to propagate Imperialist point of view on 
political matters. He sowed the seeds of mistrust and created dissentions among Arab 
world. He was an active member of the Rahita Hindiya. 
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On 2nd December, Shams reached Cairo. He mel some Muslim leaders and 
exchanged ideas on Palestine affairs with them. Next day, the Muslim delegates left 
for Damascus and reached Jerusalem on 25 December to participate in the Congress. 
They were received at the Jerusalem Railway Station by Mufti Amin-ul-Hussaini and 
other leading members of the World Muslim Congress. 

Qadianis and Jew-s lobbied to attend the Congress. Sir Wauchope, the British 
H.C. of Palestine persuaded some Muslim representatives to secure an entry for 
Qadianis but neither Jews nor Qadianis were allowed to attend any of its sessions. 
Journalists were admitted, except the first day, but no Jew or Qadiani could enter the 
hall in the garb of a journalist. A Christian magazine sent a Jew as its reporter, who 
was not admitted. The editor was asked to send any Christian or Muslim in his place. 1 

Tarikh-e-Ahmadyin claims that Mirzu Mahmud was invited to attend the 
Conference but he instructed Shams to represent. It is a totally baseless and even 
ridiculous claim. Rather Muslim delegates kept a close watch on Jews and Qadianis. 
Shams was not allowed to attend the Conference. Tarikh-i-Ahmadyat admits that 
‘Although he was refused admission, it established the international position of 
Ahmadya community.’ 3 

Toe World Muslim Congress was very successful. It was attended by leading 
political and religious personalities of the Muslim world. Abdul Aziz (Tunisia), Musa 
Jarullah (China), Raza Towfiq (Turkey), Saeed A1 Jezutri (Algier), Rashid Raza 
(Egypt), Ziauddin TabaTabai (Former Premier of Iran), Sheikh Saeed Shanial 
(grandson of Imam Shamal of Russia) and representatives from Balkan, Yugoslavia, 
Africa, Java, Ceylone etc were present at the opening meeting which look place at 
Aqsa Mosque. Besides 133 delegates a large number of freedom fighters from 
Jerusalem and other parts of Palestine participated in the Congress. 

Qadiani agents launched a malicious campaign against Mufti-e-Azam. in 
collaboration with Jews and certain dissidents of Nashashabis who did not submit to 
the Mufti’s taking the lead of the whole affairs and so adding to his influence.' They 
gave to the outside world the gravest misgivings upon the bonafides of the Congress. 
Rumours were spread that M u ft i-e-A/.am would proclaim himself caliph in a few days. 

The Zionists were alarmed at the united Muslim front while Muslims of the 
world came to know of the injustice being done to their Palestinian hrethern. The 
Grand Mufti convinced the delegates that the Zionists had intended to conquer the 
Buraq Sharif (the Wailing Wall) for Judaism and their aims had also been extended 
to the Al-Aqsa Mosque. The resolutions of the Congress included the establishment 
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of a Youngmen Muslim Association, a Muslim University in Jerusalem and provision 
of help to Arab peasants in Palestine. 

In the last week of December, Sham left Palestine for India. Allah Dilta the 
new missionary arranged a farewell party in his honour which was attended, among 
others, by some Christians and Jews. They spoke high of him and paid him glowing 
tribute. 1 

Invidious Policy: Allah Ditta was a Qudiani missionary in Palestine from September, 
1931 to January 19.36. He served his Zionist masters well. He continued to propagate 
the political theory of Qadian which centered on active cooperation with the British 
Imperialism and abrogation of Jehad. He also organized a para military organization 
to combat nationalist activities. It comprised notorious terrorists of Egypt, Syria and 
Palestine. Ali ul Tafruq, Ahmad Misri, Salim Rabani, Abdul Rehman Barjavi, Saleh 
Owdi, Khzir Afundi and score of other subversive elements had been active in Arab 
countries. They joined Oadiani organization at the behest of the Jewish Agency and 
sabotaged the activities of the organizations of Palestinian Arabs. 2 

In L933, Allah Ditto visited Egypt. He held meetings with Saeed Bakht Wali a 
notorious agent of Cairo Intelligence, who played an active part to sabotage the 
movement launched against Chrislian missionaries in Egypt by the ulema. He desired 
to acquire his services for Palestine Mission. On his return, he requested the British 
Government to allow him entry into Palestine. The Government, at first, declined hut 
afterwards conceded. Bakht Wali settled down in Palestine under the cover of a 
teacher in an Ahmadya school. 

Allah Ditta says : ‘After a long drawn correspondence for 8 months with the 
Palestine Government, entry to our friend Muhammad Saeed Bakhal Wali has been 
allowed. He has arrived from Egypt. He had been studying in A1 Azhar. On 1st April, 
1934 he was appointed teacher in the Ahmadya school.’ 3 

The same year, the French Government expelled the Ahmadya missionary 
from Syria for some unknown reasons: 

‘This year (1934) Munir ul Hasni, the (Oadiani) missionary at Syria was 
expelled by the French Government and reached Haifa (Palestine).' 4 

During his stay in Palestine, Allah Ditta completed the construction of the 
‘Mosque’ at Kababir and a library', a book depot, and a printing presswere established. 
Discussing the role of press he observes : 

‘Although we arc in minority yet our opponents are afraid of us. The 
Egyptian, Syrian and Iraqi press consider it their foremost duty to oppose and create 
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hatred against us. To counteract their propaganda and with a view to introducing 
Ahmadyat; the press is an indispensable necessity.’ 1 An Arabic journal, /IL/Jc/.v/i/w was 
also launched to express Qadiani viewpoint on various religious and political issues of 
the time. 

Mirza Mahmud paid him tribute in the following words: 

‘Moulvi Allah Ditta Sahib is doing well in Egypt and Syria. People in these 
countries are bitterly opposed to Ahmadyat. Some Ahmadis were even severely 
beaten. The Government is also against us. In Haifa, a large Jamal has been formed. 
Most of the members converted to Ahmadyat when Jalal-ul-Din Shams preached 
there. However Allah Ditta has intensified the activities. 

Sir Zafarullah was in London in May. 193.1 in connection with Round Table 
Conferences. He was sending letters to Mir/.a Mahmud to apprise him of the 
proceedings of the Conference and the British reaction towards Muslim demands. In 
his letter dated 26 May, 1933 he wrote: ‘He had called on the Colonial Secretary to 
discuss Palestine affairs. Sir FazI-i-Hussain had asked him to inform the British 
( iovernment to adopt a sympathetic policy towards Arabs as there was an uproar going 
on in India over the issue. Also the Government of India should be apprised of the 
current stale of Palestine affairs. I discussed various aspects of the issue with him and 
had an opportunity to discuss it with t he High Commissioner of Palestine too who was 
in London these days.'* 

In his letter, Zafarullah sought the permission of Mir/a Mahmud to visit 
Palestine and Constantinople on his return from London. He sought his instructions 
regarding the specific problems he should consider during his proposed visit "as thi 
High Commissioner of Palestine had specially promised to provide necessary facilities 
to enable hint to know the policy' of the Government and the way it was being 
implemented." 4 

Sir Zafarullah, in his autobiography discloses that he held a meeting with 
Sir .Samuel Hoare, the Secretary of State for India in London over Palestine issue in 
1934 and gave certain proposals to hint. The Secretary of State conveyed these 
proposals to Sir P.K. Lister, the Colonial Secretary. Sir Arthur Wachaupe, the British 
High Commissioner of Palestine was in London at that time. He explained them the 
implication of sale of land by Arabs to Jews. Although, on the request of Sir Samuel 
Hoare, Sir Phillip Lister agreed to sec him (Zafarullah) but showed little sympathy 
for Arabs. 



Palestine Mission 


118 


Between 1931 and 1935, there was a great surge of Jewish immigration into 
Palestine. Initially it was encouraged by Zionist funds and the optimistic economic 
prospects in Palestine at a time when the rest of the world was suffering from a slump. 

Qadiani agents organized armed bands in the name of Tabligh (Preaching) 
Days and anii-.lchad and pro-British literature was widely distributed in all parts of 
Palestine. From a report which Allah Dilta sent to Qadian, it appears that Qadiani 
elements were very active during Arab-Jewish riots. They supported British policy in 
Palestine and checked the Arab risings. In this report Allah Ditta admits that he sent 
36 missionaries comprising 10 delegates to distant parts of Palestine on bikes to 
distribute specially prepared literature for the Tabligh Day. 1 

In last quarter of 1935, Arab political groups in Palestine were sufficiently 
united to launch a movement against Zionists. Mirza Mahmud contacted the Clonial 
Office, London and instructed Moulvi Yar Muhammad, a Qadian missionary based 
in London to proceed to Haifa to prepare a detailed report on Palestine affairs. Yar 
Muhammad arrived in Palestine and met members of Jewish Agency and Sir 
Wachaupe, High Commissioner of Palestine to prepare his report. 

In 1936, the new Qadiani missionary was sent to Palestine. Du ring his 5 year 
tenure in Palestine, Allah Dilta organized resistance against Arab freedom fighters. 
Anli-Islamic literature was widely circulated and maximum support was extended at 
political level to Anglo-Zionist policies. The Qadiani journal A! Bushin provoked all 
sections of Muslims in Middle East. The Reactor of A! Azhar University protested to 
the Home Minister against the distribution of Qadiani literature in Egypt and 
demanded a total ban on it 2 

Palestine Mission contributed thousands of rupees to Qadiani exchequer. 
The total number of Qadianis living in Palestine were said to be 500 only but their 
contributions ran into thousands of rupees. Allah Ditta's own admission is stated 
below : 

"Almwdya Jamat in Palestine is a very sincere one. Their annual subscriptions 
amount to thousands of rupees . " 3 

One can easily understand that Zionists placed large funds at the disposal 
of their Qadiani agents to help them carry out subversive activities in and outside 
Palestine. There were frequent instances of attacks and maltreatments meted out to 
Qadiani agents by freedom lovers in Arab lands. 

In Iraq, after the death of Faisal in 1933, (jhazi came into power. The rival 
political factions encouraged tribalism and series of cabinets succeeded each other in 
office. In 1936, General Bakr Sidqi seized power. Qadiani agents were involved in Iraq 
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politics at the instance of Sir Francis Humphrey, H.C. of Iraq. Haji Abdullah, Miraj 
Din, former CID Superintendent of India and Sheikh Ahmad Furqani watched the 
British oil interests in Iraq. In January 1935, Sheikh Ahmad Furqani was assassinated 
by Iraqi freedom fighters. He faced 10 years of boycott front Iraqi Muslims. He. stayed 
with Mirza Mahmud at Baghdad when he was on his way to London in 1924.* 

In February, 1936 Allah Dilta left for Qadian. He was given a warm welcome 
by Mirza Mahmud. His ‘services’ in Palestine were lauded. Mohammad Salim became 
the new head of the Mission. After this arrival in Palestine, the newQudiani missionary 
held a series of meetings with Zionist members of Jewish Agency to chalk out a future 
plan of action. In April, 1936 over 2 months after his arrival in Palestine, the Arab 
political groups united sufficiently to form an Arab High Committee under Syed 
Amin-ul-Hussaini. In reaction against the continuing fear of the growth of Jewish 
•number in Palestine and more immediate alarm at the discovery that the Zionists were 
smuggling in arms, the Higher Committee called for a general strike which developed 
into a mass movement supported by Syrian and Iraqi volunteers. 1 2 

Captain Orde Wingate, a professional secret agent who was responsible for 
killing the successor of Mahdi of Sudan and had been associated with the Cairo 
Military Intelligence, was attached to the Command of the Jewish para military units 
for the purpose of turning them into professional military punitive detachments. 3 One 
of their tasks was the forcible eviction of Arabs from their ancient lands. 

Israel Bir, Ben-Gurion’s adviser wrote the following about the functions of 
Zionist punitive detachments, after being trained by Wingate (Bir was describing the 
suppression of the 1936-38 Arab uprising): 

The special night units did more than other forces to suppress the (Arabs) 
disturbances, which were directed more against the British than the Jews as the 
Palestine- Royal Commission admitted. Wingate’s special detachments were formed 
not only with the object of putting an end to the guerilla warfare (using the same 
tactics), but more specially for the purpose of protecting a valuable imperial objective, 
the Iraq oil pipe line which ended at Haifa.’ 4 

Since Oadianis were involved in subversiveactivjties, they were given official 
permission to carry shot guns with them. Some Qadiani functionaries of Zionist 
organizations had frequent clashes with Arab freedom fighters. Moulvi Salim, in one 
of his reports to Qadian says: 

‘The House of AlSyed Muhammad Saleh, a member of Kababir Jamat has 
been raided twice in the last six months by some vagabonds (Palestine freedom 
fighters-compiler). Although on both occasions they cannot succeed yet it became 
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necessary for us to protect ourselves. I wrote a detailed letter to the Deputy Commis- 
sioner Nothern District, Haifa and sought permission to possess arms. It brought no 
appreciable results. Later, he informed me that instructions had been issued to the 
Police to include the area of Kababir in their patrolling and an inquiry was being 
conducted. It was not a satisfactory reply. The second incident forced us to explain 
the state of affairs to Assistant Commissioner, Haifa. He was apprised of the history 
of Ahmadya movement. He was a Muslim. He listened to our request with care and 
allowed us to possess arms. 

The Acting Assistant Commissioner was explained Ahmadya point of view 
concerning the political turmoil in Palestine. It was clarified that only the religion of 
Islam upheld peace and taught us to do justice under all circumstances eve?' to a bitter 
enemy. The meeting lasted for an hour At last lie promised to study the Ahmadya 
literature. 

Ansarullah (an organization of Qadiani elders) toured various villages ano 
distributed literature in Taira, Haifa, Manshia, Acca and in some open places. The 
message ofAhmadycit misgiven to Palestine Arabs living in tents (Italics added). Among 
others, Syed Muhammad Saleh, Sycd Abdul Malik, Sh. Hussain Ali and Abdul 
Rahman Barjavi deserved special appreciation. They distributed more or less 250 
tracts or hand bills. As a result of these efforts some people visited our centre to get 
further information. They were apprised of the Ahmadya movement and given 
literature for study.' 1 2 

In the middle of 1936, Britian increased her forces in Palestine from ten to 
thirty thousand men. The unrest reached such propotions that new Royal Commission 
was sent to Palestine under W.R.Pccl. The Commission recommended the partition- 
ing of Palestine, the formation of a Jewish State, the neutralization of the territory 
round Jerusalem and Bethlehem, and the incorporation of the rest of territory in 
Transjordan. The idea was rejected by both Arabs and Jews and in the following year 
was declared unworkable by Woodhead Technical Committee. 

The Arab and Indian press sharply criticized Royal Commission’s plan. 
Adjournment motions were tabled in the Punjab and U.P. Assemblies which were 
opposed by the Government. On 27 July, 1937, Allama Iqbal issued a statement in 
condemnation of the partition of Palestine. It was read out at a public meeting held 
under the auspices of the Punjab Provincial Muslim League. 

It was in 1932 when Mufti Aminul Hussaini visited the subcontinent and 
conveyed to Muslim leaders the plight of Palestinian Muslims. Indian Muslim or- 
ganizations specially the League had been condemning the British policy to turn 
Palestine into a Jewish state. In the very first meeting of the Council of the Muslims 
League held in April, 1934 under the presidentship of the Quaid, the Council endorsed 
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the proposal of a strong and influential deputation to wait on the Viceroy to lay before 
him the facts of how the Balfour Declaration had supported the Jews of the world to 
buy land and settle down in Palestine, which had deprived their original Arab 
inhabitants, Muslims and Christians of their rights, anil had received the place of the 
sacred land (Italics added). 1 

The Quaid-e-Azam criticized the Royal Commission recommendations in his 
Presidential address at Lukhnow session of the Muslim League held in 1937 } Under 
the directions of the Ouaid-c-Azam, Palestine Day was observed on 26 August, 1938. 
and meetings were held to condemn the unjust, repressive and inhuman policy 
pursued by the British Imperialists in Palestine. Special prayers were offerred for the 
complete success of Arab brothern in their honourable and just struggle. 

Alfazl Qadian expressed its views on the Palestine issue. Discussing the Roy a 
Commission Report, it posed question: "Whether the partition of Palestine would be 
in line with the just policy of Britain and satisfy the Palestinians, only the future would 
decide the issue." 5 

The Qadiani papers sharply criticized the convening of Palestine Conferen- 
ces and observance of Palestine Days in India. The whole sequence of collection of 
money, passing of resolutions, condemnation of the British policy in Palestine, sending 
of delegation abroad to voice Indian Muslims sentiments was culled a useless and 
futile exercise meant to dissipate the energies of Indian Muslims in unproductive 
affairs and to extract money for some selfish ends. 4 

Bloudan Congress: As discussed earlier, the last quarter of 1937 witnessed a great 
upsurge in Palestine. The Arab Higher Committee continued to protest against the 
British policy of increasing the pressure of Jewish immigration into Palestine. There 
were strong anti-Jewish riots by the Arabs. To meet the Arab threat, Qadianis activated 
their agents in Palestine. In May, 1937 Muhammad Sadiq, Mujuhid Tehrik-e-Jahid 
scheme reached Palestine to assist Mouivi Salim in his work 5 Earlier, he undertook 
politically motivated tours to Egypt and Syria. 

On 8 Septembers Conference was held at Bloudan (Syria). It was attended 
by 4011 delegates representing all Arab states including Palestine. The Conference was 
presided over by Tewfik-el-Suadi, a former Premier of Iraq. The resolutions passed 
in the Conference were unanimous and gave Pan-Arab expressions to Arab Higher 
Committees. The annulment of Balfour Declaration, abrogation of the British Man- 
date, and declaration of Palestine as an integral part of Arabian homeland were some 
of the major demands. 
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Moulvj Salim and his Oadiani associates carefully watched the proceedings 
of the Congress. Munirul Hasni, the Oadiani missionary in Syria made contacts with 
Arab delegates and lobbied for the Jews. He had the backing of the French High 
Commissioner Damien de Martel, as France did not like holding of such congresses 
in its mandated territory. 1 

On 1st October 19.37, members of the Arab Higher Committee were arrested 
in Palestine. A strict censorship was imposed on the press. Most of the Arab leaders 
were either arrested or deported to Sychellcs. Mufti-e-A/.am escaped to Lebanon and 
continued to guide the Arab guerilla leaders during his exile. Meantime Sir Wauchope 
resigned and was replaced by Sir Harold MacMichael as new H.C. of Palestine. 

Mirza Brothers in Egypt: In 19.38, the Arab leaders resumed their struggle in Pales- 
tine. It was directed against the British and Zionist terrorists of secret army, the 
Udganoh. The splinter group of the Haganah formed l/x>itn (National Military Or- 
ganization) which soon developed into an armed terrorist force. In Egypt some new 
political developments look place in 19.3b. The Wafd Party softened its attitude 
towards Britain. It had come to accept that it could no longer remain in office against 
the opposition of both the British and the Palace. Britain, on the other hand, saw the 
advantage of dealing with politicians who had a popular support. It raised the bogey 
of Mussolini’s African ambitions and signed Anglo-Egypliun Treaty (1936) for the 
defence of Egypt. 2 

In June, 19.38 Mirza Mahmud sent his son Mirza Mubark Ahmad to Egypt 
presumably to study Arabic and gather information on Egyptian cotton. Before his 
departure for Egypt, Mjrza Mahmud instructed him to meet Ahmadis living in Egypt, 
Palestine and Syria for the Ahmadya movement was not strong in those regions. He 
advised him to work for strengthening of their organizations by bringing new members 
into their fold. 3 

Mirza Nasir Ahmad, who afterwards became the third head of the com- 
munity had just finished his studies in Oxford. He was instructed to join Mubarak in 
Egypt. Nasir was seen off by Sir Zafarullah at the London airport. 

Mirza Mahmud despatched Chaudhry Muhammad Sharif (September, 
19.38) asa new missionary in Palestine. Although the British Government had imposed 
severe restrictions on the entry of foreigners in Aden and Palestine yet Sharif received 
permission. Mirza Mahmud instructed him to study the character of Arab nation. 4 

Qadiani brothers were interested in the forthcoming conference going to be 
held in Egypt on Palestine issue. Muhammad Ali Alooba Pasha of Egypt had invited 
Indian Muslim representatives to the Palestine Conference proposed to be held in 
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October 1938. The Muslim League and the Khilafat Committee decided to send four 
delegates- Rahman Siddiqui, Maulana Hasrat Mohani, Maulana Irfan and Ch. 
Khaliquzaman to the Conference. The Conference decided to send a delegation to 
London to explain the Palestine Muslims stand point before British Government 
alongside the Arab representatives from different countries. Rahman andCh. KJtali- 
quewere nominated to represent (he Indian Muslims in London. 1 

The other area of concern for Mirza brothers was mounting anti-Ahmadya 
campaign going on in Egypt since early 30s. Mirza Nasir Ahmad sought the British 
support in setting up a pro-Ahmudya lobby in Cairo but failed. He also called on 
Sheikh ul Azhar to explain him Ahmadya creed but could not convince him. After three 
month stay in Egypt Mirza brothers returned home high and dry. They could not visit 
Palestine due to political reasons. 

There is no evidence to prove that Mirza brothers learnt Arabic or acquired 
knowledge on Egyptian cotton. The Ahmadya missionaries could never gain any 
support from public. Allama Taqi-ud-Din Alhilali, Prof. Bonn University, Germany 
wrote convincing articles in Alfatah, Cairo to prove that Ahmadyat was a heretical 
movement sponsored by the enemies of Islam to perpetuate their hold on Muslim 
world. The anti-Qadiani movement received a fresh spur in 1939 when two Albanian 
students of Lahore Section of Ahmadis got admission in Al-Azhar University. They 
wrote two pamphlets on Ahmadya creed and discussed some controvertial issues like 
death of Jesus with Muhammad Mustafa Al-Maraghi. the Sheikh-ul-Azhar. The 
matter also came to the notice of Allama Ilyas Burni, Prof Usmania University, 
Hyderabad, Deccan (compiler of Qm/iuni Mazhab). He sent a good deal of Ahmadya 
literature to the Sheikh and other members of the Faculty. 2 The Sheikh set up a 
Committee and as a result of its recommendations the Albanian students were 
expelled from the University. Syed Muhib-ud-Din Khatib, editor, Alfatah- did excellent 
job in exposing the religo-political character of Oadianism. -1 Ahmadi Hamdi Ismail, 
the missionary of Lahore Jamat in Egypt repented. The Egyptian press published 
anti-Ahmadya articles and reviews to acquaint the Muslims with Qadiani heresy. 

In Palestine Chaudhry Muhammad Sharif faced tough resistance from 
Palestinian freedom fighters and the ulema in carraying out his pro-imperialist plans 
Tankh-e- Ahmadyat says: 

"Chaudhry Muhammad Sharifs tenure in Palestine was beset with highly 
adverse circumstances. Arab-Jewish antagonism took an extreme turn. A 
plot was hatched to kill him which failed.' 4 


, and Allama Ilyas Burni, a 
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London Conference: For a settlement over Palestine issue, Britain called a Round 
Tabic Conference of Muslim Heads in London in 1939. It acknowledged the Arab 
Worlds’ interest in Palestine by inviting the states of Egypt, Iraq, Saudi Arabia, 
Transjordan and Yemen to attend but the Conference broke down in failure. No 
conceivable compromise was possible between Palestinian Arabs’ just demands and 
the Zionists ‘insistence to forcibly turn it into the Land of Israel.’ Mufti-e-Azam was 
not allowed to attend the Conference. His cousin, Jamal Hussaini participated. Any 
how, the Palestine delegation set the tone of Arab conduct. 

Jalaluddin Shams, the Qadian-i missionary in London worked for the Jewish 
lobby. On 31 January, 1939 the day of Eid-ul-Azha, he organized a meeting in the 
premises of London ‘Mosque’ under the presidentship of Sir Francis Younghusband. 
Brig General Sir Percy Sykes addressed the meeting. He called the Palestine problem 
a complicated one as the Jews expelled from Germany and Italy were going there, 
even place of the size of the Wales could not accommodate them. He expressed the 
hope that the participants of the Conference could find out some solution. The 
participants of the London ‘Mosque’ meeting included British Knights, members of 
.the Church of England, military officers, members of Parliament, Sir Abdul Qadir, 
Member Council for India and Sir Arthur Wauchope, former H.C. Palestine. J.D. 
Shams, in his concluding remarks revealed that Mirza Mahmud Ahmad had sent a 
telegram to the British Prime Minister congratulating hint on his bold efforts for the 
cause of peace and expressed the hope that the efforts would also be made for 
establishment of that kind of peace in India and Palestine as had been done for 
Europe. He wished success to the Congress. 2 

The Conference failed to reach any agreement. Lord Halifax, the Foreign 
Secretary under some pressures from other Governments raised the time limit of 
transfer of power from 5 to 10 years which was not acceptable to the Arabs. Initially, 
he announced the immediate transfer of power to be developed into full-fledged 
Government. 

The British Government issued a White Paper in May, 1939. It envisaged 
the creation of an independent binational state of Palestine in ten years and the 
limitation of Zionist immigration to 74,000 over the next five years. The Zionist called 
it an attempt to conciliate the Arabs during the expected war with Germany and 
strongly protested against it. The Arabs rejected it on the advice of M'ufti-e-Azam 
Palestine. 

Palestinian Arabs continued to clash with Qadiani secret agents at several 
occasions. A fatwa was issued by the ulema for the excommunication of Qadiani 
apostates operating as agents of Imperialism and Jewish militant organizations. 
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Qadianis were held responsible for killing some Muslim leaders with the Zionist 
assistance. The hatred mounted when a Muslim leader was assassinated . 1 
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POLITICAL AMBITIONS 

The Hindu-Muslim unity of non-cooperation days ended with Moplah 
disturbances (1921) and the Chauri Chaura happenings in 1922. Movements like 
Shudhi or conversion of Muslims to Hinduism arid -Sanga then or organization oi 
Hindus to meet Muslim challenge were launched. Swami Shardhanand, who took 
active part in non-cooperation and Kaiilafat movements was jailed and significantly 
released before the expiry of his term, was the chief organizer of Shudhi movement. 

It has been said that Swami had been propped up by the Viceroy. Lord Reading who 
had met him after the Mopla riots. 

Shudhi Threat: The Jamiat-uI-Ulema Hind espoused the cause of opposing these 
movements. The All India Anjuman Tabligh el Islam was formed to combine various 
schools of thought for joint work. TheTanzim movement was started in the Punjab. 
Khawaja Hassan Nizami, Mauiana Zafar Ali and scores of other Muslim leaders saved 
Muslims from forcible conversions. Swami Shardhanand and his followers bitterly 
attacked Islam in their writings.^ Qadianis seized rhe movement as favourable for 
asserting their influence. They posed themselves champions of Islam in order to win 
over the sympathies of Muslims. They fried to trick Muslims by making a plea for a 
common cause but no Muslim organization was prepared to welcome their suggestion. 

Supported by the British secret funds. Qadianis poured out much abuse in 
the form of sharp speeches, articles, pamphlets 1 2 3 4 and tracts with a view to promoting 
hatred among different sections of society. That in turn encouraged militant Hindu 
organizations to put out vile literature against Islam. Qadianis served the British 
interests well by creating bitter antagonism among Hindus and Muslims of India and 
cleverly sabotaged the unity cry of nationalist elements. The leading ulema issued a 
Fatwa against Qadianis to warn Malkana Muslims of their heretic beliefs. 5 Mirza 
Mahmud appealed to Qadian Community to send him Rs.50,000 to field 150 mis- 
sionaries in different parts of India to combat the Shudhi threat. 6 

To stop communal antagonism, a conference for communal unity was held 
at Delhi. The Hindu and Muslim leaders agreed to withdraw their missionaries from 
the scene. One party (Qadianis) still left in the field. Hakim Ajmal Khan and Dr Ansari 
sent telegram to Mirza Mahmud to send his representative to the Conference. Zulfiqar 
Ali Khan and Sheikh Y aqub Ali Irfani represented Jamat Ahmadya in the Conference. 
They did not agree to the peace move and announced to carry out propaganda against 
Hindus, ostensibly to bring back 20,000 converts into the fold of Islam.' It was, 


1 . Ch. Khatiquezzaman, Pathway to Pakistan, 1961 , P.20 

2. See Shant Swami Anu Bahwa Nancfii, Kulyat-e-Sinyasi (a compilation of rare writings of Swami Shardhanand), 
Electric Press Delhi, 1926, PP 185-240 

3. Mir Qasim Ali, Biswaen Sadi Ka Mehrashi (Life Sketch of Swami Dayanand), Qadian September 1923 (1st 
Edition), Oayanandi Mission, a column in Parooq, Qadian etc. 

4. Sea Alfazl Qadian 31 May and 1 1 June, 1923, Master Muhammad Shafi Aslam, Karcar-i-Shudhi - Also Alfazl 
Qadian 21 September, 1923 

5. Alfazl Qadian, 12 March, 1923 
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however, decided to set up an Inquiry Committee and submit a report to the Congress 
giving the circumstances that led to that bitter antagonism. Zulfiqar Ali Khan was one 
of the members of the Committee. Neither the Committee submitted any report nor 
Qadianis were able to bring back any apostate back to the fold of Islam. It was only 
a tall claim. Infact Qadiani activists withdrew swiftly from the scene when they found 
their interests at stake. 

Views on Communal Issue: Mirza Mahmud Ahmad addressed a letter to the Viceroy 
of India, Lord Irwin on 15 February, 1927 giving his views and suggestions on 
communal problem of India. He emphasized that ‘Britain should not hand over the 
reins of Government to the Indian until the position of the minorities is secure.' From 
political point of view, he suggested the continuance of communal representation as 
an unavoidable necessity for India. Change in the law of separate electorate under the 
then conditions prevailing in India was regarded harmful for peace in the country. He 
suggested that the existing system of electorate could not be changed by a mere 
majority votes in the Assembly unless three fourth of the representatives of the 
Community in the Assembly vote for it in three consecutive terms of the Assembly 
and unless the. elected members of the community effected did not agree by a three 
fourth majority to enforce it in their provinces. He proposed that as a rule the 
representative of each community should be proportional to its strength, and if a 
weightage was given to it, care should be taken not to turn the majority of some other 
communities into a minority. 

He also emphasized that there should be liberty of actions with regard to all 
religious and social rites with due regard to the susceptibilities of other communities. 
He gave suggestions to improve laws relating to the press and to public speeches with 
a view to checking the publication of objectionable writings. In the end he stated that 
the proposals given by Mirza Ghulam Ahmad in his booklet The Message of Peace 
should be adopted for communal harmony. 1 

On 27 December, 1927 Abdul Rashid killed Swami Shardhanand. It resulted 
in communal disturbances at various places and contributed to the political tension 
in India. Mirza Mahmud expressed his bitter resentment over the ‘brutal’ assassination 
of the Swami at the hands or Abdul Rashid and called him an enemy of Islam because 
he had taken up the sword to defend the faith. 2 Moreover his action was declared 
extremely condemnable and contemptible for it disturbed the peace in the country 
and had defamed Islam. 3 

In the year 1927, an Araya Samaj member named Rajpal published a 
scurrilous attack upon Hazrat Muhammad (p.b.o.h). The Government of the Punjab 
prosecuted the publisher. The trying judge Mr. Phailbus found the accused guilty of 
publishing a grossly improper book and sentenced him to ten months rigorous 

1 . Min* Mahmud Ahmad, Hindu Muslim Problem, Qadian, February 1 927 

2. Tarikh-4-Ahmadyat, vol V, P. 555 

3. Ibid P.556 1 , 
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imprisonment and a fine of rupee one thousand. On appeal, the District and Session* 
Judge Col. Nicolas upheld the conviction, but reduced the sentence to imprisonment 
for six months. The Hindus took the case to the High Court where Justice Kanwar 
Dalip Singh, a Christian Judge, acquitted the accused straight away holding that the 
offence charged for was not covered by the provisions of the Indian Penal Code 
(15M). 1 

The general feeling among the Muslims was I hat the judgement was political 
in nature. The Muslim Outlook , a Lahore daily wrote an editorial 'Resilin' in its issue 
of 14 June, 1927 demanding that Justice Dalip Singh should vacate his seat on the 
bench as he had betrayed a deplorable lack of experience. The paper demanded that 
an enquiry should be held to find out what were the circumstances under which such 
an extraordinary judgement was given. 

Syed Dilawar Shah Bokhari, the Qadiani editor of the paper and Molvi 
Noor ul Haq itspublisher were served with the contempt of court notice. Sir ZafarulJah 
appeared on behalf of Dilawar Shah. A Division Bench of the High Court heard the 
case and by a majority judgement the editor was awarded six month imprisonment 
and a fine of Rs. 750 and the publisher was given 3 month rigorous imprisonment. 2 

Another Hindu journal Vannum Amritsar published an equally offensive 
article in its issue of May, 1927. Mirza Mahmud incorporated it into a poster and 
displayed it in the length and breadth of India 3 to incite the feelings of Muslims of 
India. It pushed further antagonism among Hindus and Muslims and the communal 
frenzy reached its zenith. The Government confiscated all copies of the poster 4 5 The 
Hindu press demanded that Mirza Mahmud should be prosecuted forgiving stupen- 
dous publicity to the article and be equally held responsible for this offensive act. But 
the Punjab Administration did not take any action. 

To win the sympathies of the Muslims of India and to pose himself a 
spokesman of Islam , Mirza Mahmud proposed that firstly a Muslim delegation 
comprising different sects (obviously inclu ding Qadianis) should wait on the Governor 
of Punjab and demand the release of the Ahmadi Editor of Muslim OutLook, Lahore. 
Secondly, a memorandum signed by half a million persons from the Punjab, NWFP 
and Delhi be presented to the Government demanding proper safeguards for the 
respect of founders of religious and religious heads. He put forth a proposal for the 
removal of Justice Dalip Singh from the Punjab High Court Bench and appointment 
of a judge from the Muslim Barristers of the Punjab (Italics added). He should be a 
permanent judge of the Punjab High Court and through an out-of-turn seniority be 
appointed Chief Justice of the Punjab High Court after expiry of Sir ShadiLal’s term 

1 . Art a 2 l, Oariian, 3 June, 1927 

2. TafiKhM-Ahmadyat Vol. V, PP 562-583 

3. Ibid P.560 

4. Altazl Qadian, 28 Juna, 1 927 

5. Taslkh op. cit. p.58i 
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of office. 1 The proposal was meant to secure an appointment of judgeship for 
Zafarullah Khan in the Punjab High Court, 2 3 4 who greatly aspired for it. Sir Malcolm 
Hailey, Governor of the Punjab was in favour of Zafarullah’s appointment but the 
Muslims of India demanded the appointment of Dr Muhammad Iqbal on the Bench. 
Justice ShudiLal, however, manoeuvred to appoint a judge of his choice on the Bench. 
Sir Fazl-i-Hussain, in his letter to Sir Malcolm Hailey dated 5th August, 1925 

states: 

‘High Court Judgeship— the matter seems to have travelled beyond our 
Province and it is such a pity. I trust your Excellency's and Government of 
India’s choice will fall on some one in the Punjab Abdul Qadir, Mohammad 
Iqbal, Shah Nawaz, Shahabuddin to mention the names alphabetically are all 
capable lawyers of standing and anyone of them will discharge the functions 
of this office as well as several of his colleagues. 1 am inclined to go even so 
far as to submit that importing a Muslim from outside will be more open to 
criticism than not to appoint a Muslim, because the importation of an 
inferior man will cause more widespread irritation than the former. Amongst 
younger men, Dr. Shujauddin and Zafarullah Khan are quite good, while 
Niaz Mohammad Vakil is a lawyer of considerable ability,’ - 
Sir Fazl-i-Hussain also persuaded Sir Zafarullah in his letter dated 27 
September, 1928 to get the appointment of High Court Judge. 

Mufti Muhammad Sadiq, "Foreign Secretary to His Holiness the Khalifu- 
tul-Masih” addressed a letter on 27 August, 1927 to Lord Irwin, the Viceroy of India 
which emphasized the need to amend law to safeguard the honour of prophets, 
Avatars and founders of all religions. 5 

Lala Gayan Chand, the Editor of Vnrtaman was awarded six months rigorous 
imprisonment and a fine of Rs.200 in default to pay the fine he had to undergo three 
months rigorous imprisonment. The contributor of the article was awarded one year 
rigorous imprisonment and a fine of Rs five hundred, in default to pay the fine he had 
to undergo six months rigorous imprisonment. The decision was given by Acting Chief 
Judge Mr. Justice Broadway and Justice Scamp. It proved that the interpretation of 
article 153 A as given by Justice Dilip Singh was wrong; Allahabad High Court also 
gave a judgement in a similar offence (153 A) and convicted Pandit Kali Charan 
Sharma, compiler of ‘ Vachitran Jeavan. ’ 

The Muslim demand for an enactment of law to safeguard the honour of 
founders of religion gained further strength. On24August, 1927 a bill was introduced 


1. Alfazf Qadian 15 July and 22nd July 1927 

2. Mirza Sultan Ahmad. InKishaf-e-Haqiqat, Ahmadya Anjuman Peshawar, 1929, P.7 

3. Letters of Mian Fa2le-i~ Hussain, Ed. by D». Wahid Ahmad, Research Society of PaXislan Lahore, June 1976, 

4. Ibid P.591 

6. Alfazl Qadian, 16 August, 1927 
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in the Legislative Assembly which was debated and placed on the Statute Book within 
two days. Section 295 A of the 1PC which amended the current law was drafted by 
Mautana Muhammad Ali. Mirza Mahmud was holidaying in Simla since mid August. 
1927. 

One of the implied motives of Mirza Mahmud in launching this movement 
was to save his own position. He was not moved by any feeling of love for Islam and 
Hazrat Muhammad (p.b.o.h), rather it was in his own interest to invoke law in order 
to save himself and his father from the onslaught of allegations and accusations of 
such persons as Molvi Abdul Karim of Mubahala. A brief background ofthcMubahala 
campaign will help understand the matter in its right perspective. 

Mubahala Campaign : Impelled by religious zeal, Fazal Karim, an iron smith left 
Jallendher in around 1914 and settled down in Qadiun with his two sons Abdul Karim 
and Muhammad Zahid and a daughter Sakina. He was a devout Ahmadi and an ardent 
believer in Mirza Ghularn Ahmad’s claims. Through their sustained efforts, the family 
setup a factor)' to manufacture machines for preparation of vermicellis and a small 
flour mill was installed in Oadian. Sakina was married to Mirza Abdul Haq, an 
advocate. 

The minions of Qadiani Khalifa gave a very tough time to Fazal Karim and 
his sons from August 1919 to October 1923 because they criticized the conduct of 
Mirza Mahmud and some other members of the Mirza family. They were falsely 
implicated in some cases of non payment of dues by the Interior Ministry of Oadian 
and subjected to intimidation and threats. They continued to disapprove Mirza 
Mahmud’s behaviour. Another vocal critic of Mir/.a Mahmud, Sheikh Abdullah, a 
Head Compounder in Noor Hospital, Oadian joined them. Mirza Mahmud reacted 
sharply and expelled all of them from Ahmadya Jamat. They were threatened by 
Qadiani goondas to leave Qadian. Faz.al Karim and his sons narrated their woeful 
tales to the Muslims of Punjab. 1 

In 1927, says a senior Lahore Jamat member, ‘Mistri Abdul Karim and his 
relatives and friends, openly levelled a charge of adultery against him and furnished 
proofs of the same. They also challenged him to a ‘Mutual Prayer for annihilation of 
the party in the wrong’ (Mubahala) but Mirza Mahmud Ahmad made sundry excuses 
and could not accept the same. This, inspite of the fact, that Hazrat Mirza Ghularn 
Ahmad, the Promised Messiah, has laid down clearly two conditions in which a ‘Prayer 
of this nature called Mubahala is permitted between two parties.’ 2 

In his paper, 'Mubahiia' Abdul Karim kept on levelling serious charges 
against Mirza Mahmud. He was called a ‘debauch, lascivious, 3 and morally bankrupt 


So s (llQadian Kay Filney Ki Haqiqat, September, 1 927 n)Fi!na-i-Qadian Ki Asl Haqiqat, September, 1 927 iii) 
Khuh Chithy^Bakh^dPial Khalifa^Qadian 1927 0 (iv) Intushaf-i-Heqiqat 1927 (A reply from Qadian may be seen 
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who had heaped up all the indulgences and glutted himself with them under a sacred 
made.’ Challenge after challenge were thrown to him for a Mubahala but he avoided 
it under various pretexts. 1 To take avenge of it, Qadiani goonda elements led by 
Muhammad Amin, Ch. Fateh Muhammad Syal and Naik Muhammad Afghan dis- 
graced and bullied Abdul Karim and his family at the behest of Mir/a Mahmud. They 
sued in the Court and requested Government of the Punjab to save them from the 
dutches of Qadiani ‘rascals.’ Nothing could be done against Mirza Mahmud and his 
terrorist squad because of his influence and collaboration with the government. 
District Magistrate, Gurdaspur had already ordered the Editor Mubahala under 
Section 144 I PC to stop publication of any poster and other ‘obnoxious’ material 
against Mirza Mahmud. To hoodwink and pacify the Qadiani Jamal, certain 
prophecies and dreams were put forth 2 by Qadiani mercenaries and all that was termed 
as deep conspiracy hatched by bigoted ulema, short sighted Hindus and members of 
the Lahore Jamat. The Mubahala campaign rapidly spread not only in the Punjab 
but the whole of India. Mirza Mahmud looked to the Punjab Government fora drastic 
step. 

To put pressure on the Punjab Government, Mirza Mahmud ordered the 
heads of Foreign Missions to send telegrams to leading British papers and made appeal 
to the British public to put moral pressure on Indian authorities to intervene on behalf 
of the Ahmadya community to stop the propaganda campaign launched by dissidents 
against him. Imam Ahmad of Saltpond (Africa) Mission sent the following telegram 
to a London paper: 

'Thousands of West African Ahmadis condemn the scandalous and most 
provocative propaganda against the Head of the Ahmadya Movement in India 
conducted by reactionaries. Since 1919 our Indian Community has kept peaceful on 
religious principles. When the police fled, their representatives preached cooperation > 
from Congress platforms, they suffered boycotts and persecutions. The Punjab 
Government has failed to protect the honour of his Majesty’s law abiding subjects. 
India needs organized loyal communities today and will need them tomorrow. We 
appeal to the British public to cause moral pressure to be brought on the Indian 
authorities." 

In short, Mirza Mahmud started a campaign for enactment of legislation 
against offensive publication in order to save his own skin and to give a false posture 
of being an exponent of Islamic cause. He appeared in real colours when in April, 
1929 Ghazi Ilim Din, moved by the love of the Holy Prophet (p.b.o.h), killed Rajpal 
at Lahore. He was tried for murder, proudly confessed it and was sentenced to death. 


1. See Mirza Mahmud Ahmad, Taqrir-e-Dilpazir Book Depot Qadian, December 1928, PP. 28-30 

2. See MirQasim Ati, Fitna-Mistaryan, Farooq Press Qadian, 1B28; Allah Ditta, A Reply to Mubahala, Dr. Badar 

3. Affazl Qadian, 19 April, 1929 

4. The Near East and India, London 1 0 July, 1 930 
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He went to his execution very cheerfully and met a martyr’s death on 31 December, 
1929 


Mirza Mahmud strongly criticized 1 Him Din as he had already done in case 
of the assassin of Swami Shardhanand. The incident was said to be the result of 
religious fanaticism and madness. All those who expressed their satisfaction over the 
killing of Rajpal were labelled guilty and enemies of their nation. He deplored the 
incident and suggested to Him Din’s well-wishers and sympathizers to call on him to 
explain that he had committed an offence for which he should repent to save himself 
from God’s punishment. 2 

On the contrary, when Qazi Muhammad Ali Qadiani killed Muhammad 
Hussain, a friend of Abdul Karim of Mubahala, he was given great respect and 
reverence by Mirza Mahmud himself. The trial court sentenced him to death. An 
appeal was made to the High Court. The High Court upheld the orders of the trial 
court. Then an appeal was made to the Privy Council but it was also rejected. He was 
hanged on 16 May, 1931 in Gurdaspur jail. Mirza Mahmud himself carried his funeral 
pyre for burial into Bahishti Maqbara (Cemetery of Paradise). He was called Shahid- 
c-Ahmadyat. 3 But Abdul Rashid and Ghazi Him Din were condemned for their 
offences of murder and held sinful for their alleged ‘obnoxious acts.’ 

Against Revolutionaries: The revolutionary or so-called ‘terrorist’ movement con- 
tinued in the British India in one form or another after the War of Independence in 
1857. The indiscriminate arrests and police measures did not stamp out the ‘terrorist 
organizations; The suspension of Non-cooperation movement by Mahatma Gandhi 
in 1922 and his imprisonment were followed by the revival of these activities. Its main 
centre was Bengal. Wider circulation of Red Bengal leaflets and a campaign of 
assassination of cruel police officers and the British officials of CID alarmed the 
Imperialists. Some manufactory of bombs were also discovered in Calcutta and other 
places. Revolutionary organizations extended their activities in the UP and styled 
themselves Hindustan Socialist Republican Army. 6 

There was a lull in activities of the revolutionaries after 1927 and the 
Government felt justified in relaxing rigours imposed upon them. By September, 1928 
the Government released all detenus who had been interned under the Bengal 
Criminal Law Amendment Act and Ordinance of 1925, and the Act itself was allowed 
to lapse in 1930. But within a fortnight the revolutionary activities sharply increased. 7 
It included the murder of Europeans in hotels, clubs, missionary centres, burning of 
strategic places, disruption of means of communications etc. The Bengal Criminal Law 
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Amendment was re-enacted in 1930 and the Bengal Emergency Power Ordinance, XI 
of 1931 was also issued to curb ‘anarchist’ and ‘terrorist’ movements. 

Mirza Mahmud launched a strong movement against Bengal 
Revolutionaries in mid 1920s. His agents collaborated with the British Intelligence 
agencies to curb their activities and to unearth their secret organizations. He advised 
his followers to keep a close watch on the activities of the anarchist elements and 
claimed that God had appointed Ahmadya Community to wipe out that evil plan not 
only from India but also from Britain, if it existed there. Ahmadis had to put forth 
their best effortsjo combat such activities. 2 3 4 

A Oadiani elder pays tribute to Mirza Mahmud for his efforts to curb Bengal 
‘terrorism’: 

"During those eventful days when there was an alarming increase of anar- 
chical crimes in the country, lawlessness prevailed, murderous ussaultsand sensational 
dacoities were committed in broad day tight and the British felt that their lives were 
in danger despite their rule in India, Ha/.rat KhalifatuI Masih (Mirza Mahmud) 
prepared thousands of his followers to nip these heinous crimes. He endeavoured to 
kill that very spirit among the youth which prompted them to commit such brutalities 
endlessly... The British, their families and even the Government of India must be 
indebted to him for it... The reports of these officers can testily the circumstances 
under which we met Bengal anarchism... We fought against the forces of anarchy but 
eschewed to disclose the names of anarchists to the Government to get them arrested. 
In past record of our service there was one incident when we informed the Government 
of the secret activities of a person, only because he was not in India. It was not possible 
to make him understand our point of view. He was involved in agrect conspiracy against 
the British Government when we gave information about him. The British Foreign 
Secretary expressed his inability to take any action against him. Luckily the Govern-' 
ment of that country expelled him from the place where he had stayed and could h’ave 
caused harm to the British Government.' 1 * 

Simon Commission: In November, 1927 the British Government, in pursuance of the 
Act of 1919 sent a Commission under Sir John Simon to make recommendations for 
constitutional changes in India. There was a lot of resentment in India on the all-White 
composition of the Commission. Hartals and disturbances were held all over the 
country. Alfazl justified the arrival of Commission by saying : “Communalism has 
reached such an extent that no Indian organization can represent the whole of India. 
Hence the existing arrangement of all-white Commission is commendable in all 

.A 

respects. 
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Before ihe arrival of Commission in India, Sir Fazl-i-Hussain sent Zafarullah 
to London. 1 Fazl-i-Hussain promoted Zafarullah to secure a seat in the Punjab 
Legislative Council and made him a member of his Unionist Party. He requested his 
young collaborator , as Zafarullah calls himself, to proceed to England and acquaint 
members of the Parliament and other public men with the Muslim point of view. He 
agreed to comply with the request and spent a couple of months in London in discharge 
of the responsibility placed upon him. Under the instructions of Mirza Mahmud he 
received valuable help from Mr. A.R. Dard, Imam of the London ‘Mosque.’ On 
returning to Lahore he submitted a somewhat detailed report to Sir Fazl-i-Hussain 
who professed himself well satisfied with it. 2 

Mirza Mahmud, impelled by the love for his British masters and with a view 
to securing some safeguards for his community in the future constitutional set up of 
India, stressed the need for cooperation with the Commission both at provincial and 
central levels. 3 Members of the Qadiani community prepared elaborate memoran- 
dums to put their point of view on political and constitutional issues and met the 
Commission at Gurdaspur and Lahore respectively. The Commission was apprised of 
the Ahmadya movement, its origin and political ideas. A group of leading Ahmadis 
placed before it certain proposals to provide some constitutional safeguards to the 
loyal Ahmadis of India. Ahmadya memorandum was endorsed by half a million 
signatures. The President of the Royal Commission, John Simon expressed his 
profound thanks for extending cooperation and putting forth the Ahmadya point of 
view on political issues and underlined the importance of Ahmadya community of 
India. 4 Mirza Mahmud was so hopeful of the outcome of deliberations of Ahmadis 
with the Commission members that he, in his Advisory Committee Meeting on 6 April, 
1925 predicted ‘an unqualified victory over the world in due course of time. 5 

Mirza Mahmud warned the Muslims against the ‘danger’ of non cooperation 
with the Commission and proposed that they should prepare their case for presenta- 
tion before it in terms that could be understood by the Commission. He, inter alia 
dealt with the following political issues : 

(a) Muslims should take up the case of untounchables and create 
among them, as well as in the minds of the member of the 
Commission, an awareness of their rights. 

(b) Under the special conditions obtaining in India, Muslims should 
insist on separate electorates which should be provided in the 
Constitution of India, subject to repeal only with the willing and 
clear verdict of the Muslims. 


Qadian setup Political Muslim League in London to explain their view point to British MPs and those interested 
in political affairs of India (Alfazl Qadian 30 August 1927) 

Sir Zafarullah, Servant of God, P.BO 
Sir Zafarullah, Ahmadyat, P.239 
Tarikh Vol VI, P.11 
Ibid, P.16 
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(c) The position of Muslims in Bengal and Punjab should be main- 
tained as majorities. The principle should apply to all areas that 
might be carved out into autonomous provinces in the future. 

(d) Reforms should be extended to the NWFP and Sind should 
constitute an autonomous province. 

(e) The constitution should be very firm on the point that no com- 
munity should be permitted, at any stage to restrict or curb the 
freedom of another community, in any matter under the label of 
religion, cultural or economic reform. 

(f) Propagation of faith should never be placed under any restriction 
at any time. 

(g) Status of Urdu be recognized as official language in all provinces 
where it was the popular longue and Muslims should enjoy full 
freedom to use it as their medium of education. 1 

Delhi Proposals: The All India Muslim League, though split into a left (Jinnah) and 
right (Shafi) wings by the appointment of the Simon Commission had earlier held a 
strong debate over the basic Muslims demands. It was in March, 1927 when Quaid-e- 
Azam, called a meeting of several prominent Muslims, most of whom were members 
of Central legislature at Delhi. At the end of deliberations following proposals were 
evolved as basis for Muslim representation in various legislatures in any scheme of 
constitution: 

i) Separation of Sind from Bombay Presidency. 

ii) Introduction of Reforms in NWFP and Baluchistan on the same 
footing as in other provinces. If these were done, Muslims were 
prepared to accept a joint electorate in ‘all provinces so 
constituted’ and were willing to make to Hindu Minorities in Sind, 
Baluchistan and NWFP the same concessions that Hindu 
minorities in other provinces were prepared to make to Muslim 
minorities. 

iii) Proportional representation on the basis of population in Bengal 
and the Punjab. 

iv) Muslim representation should not be less that 1/3 in Central 
legislature and ‘that also by a mixed electorate. 2 

These proposals were published on 20 March, 1927. In May, the Congress 
Committee passed a resolution which could be construed to mean a substantial 
acceptance of these proposals. However in December, 1927 the Congress in its 


1 . The Review of Reglion*, February, 1 07 1 
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Madrass Session called for an All Parties Conference to draft a ‘Swaraj Constitution 
of India’ and authorized its Working Committee to confer with similar Committees 
to he appointed by other parties. The Jinnah League, in its annual session at Calcutta, 
authorized its Council to appoint a subcommittee to confer with the Working 
Committee of the Congress in the light of Delhi proposals and without making any 
compromise on separate electorates only except the proposal about Sind, Baluchistan 
and the NWFP were accepted and implemented. Shall League, in its meeting at 
Lahore, demanded retention of separate electorate, separation of Sind from Bombay 
and extension of reforms in Baluchistan and the NWFP. 

Neltrn Report : In pursuance of its Madras Resolution, the Congress issued invita- 
tions to all political groups to cooperate in preparing a ‘Swaraj’ constitution for India. 
The Jinnah League accepted the ofTer, the Shafi League decided to keep away. 1 

The All Parties Conference first met at Delhi on 12 February, 1928 and 
adjourned in March after appointing two sub-committees; one to inquire financial 
implication of separation of Sind front Bombay and the other to investigate the 
feasibility and suitability of the system of proportional representation in India. When 
the Conference reassembled at Bombay it could not give any report. However, a small 
Committee was appointed under the Chairmanship of Motilal Nehru ‘to view' the 
communal problem as a whole and in relation to the constitution.’ This Committee 
presented Nehru Report in August, 1928. 2 

On 3 November, 1 928 the All India Congress Committee accepted the Nehru 
Report intoto. The Report was bitterly criticized by the Muslim members of Indiar 
Legislative Assembly, Provincial Legislative Councils, All Indian Muslim Federation 
UP All-Parties Muslim Conference, Ali Brothers, All India Khalafat Conference and 
even the Jamiat-u 1-Ulema-Hind. 

Mirza Mahmud carried out an analysis of the report which was published in 
seven instalments in Alfazl (2nd October, |928-2nd November, 1928) and was sub 
sequently issued in the form a book entitled Muslim Rights and the Nehru Report on 
20 November, J928. 4 

The book was more or less a summary of the demands put forth by Sir Shafi 
League.'*’ Mirza Mahmud emphasized that the AH Parties Conference which entrusted 
Nehru Committee with the work of constitution framing was not representative in 
character as it did not, for example, consult Ahmadya Jamat at any level of its working 
although Ahmadis were numerically greater than Parsees. 6 A salient feature of the 
analysis was the advice given to Britain to win the confidence of Muslims to perpetuate 
and consolidate its power in Asia as its exit from Europe in near future was imminent. 7 
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Muslim Conference: One result of Nehru Report was the establishment of All India 
Muslim Conference. Its prime movers were persons like Sir Shafi, (Punjab), Sir Abdul 
Rahim Cjhaznvi, Dr Shafaat Ahmad (UP), Shafi Daudi (Patna), Abdullah Haroon 
(Sind), and Sir Abdul Qayyum (NWFP). The Conference extended invitation to Mr. 
M.A.Jinnuh but he declined and considered it an attempt to sabotage Muslim unity. 1 

In the first All India Muslim Conference held at Delhi in December, 1928 
held under the Chairmanship of Sir Agha Khan, representatives from different 
political parties, prominent public figures, fiery nationalists and even Qadianis par- 
ticipated. A formal invitation was extended to Mirza Mahmud for representation of 
his community. He sent 20 Qadiani members as provincial representatives which 
included Hakim Abu Tahir, Amir Jamal Ahmadya, Calcutta, Hakim Khalil Ahmad 
Mongheri (Behar), Zafarullah (Punjab), Babu Ijaz Hussain (Delhi) and Mufti 
Muhammad Sadiq, a representative from the centre (Qadian). 2 The Conference, in 
its resolution, emphasized the need for separate electorates unlike the Quaid’s 
approach of joint electorates conditioned by certain safeguards for the Muslims. It 
may be emphasized that the Ouaid did not consider separate electorate as an end but 
a means to an end and was never ready to abandon this system without the fulfilment 
of conditions as incorporated in Delhi Proposals. He was the leading figure in 
formulating the Delhi Proposals and the Resolution of the Calcutta Session of the 
League in which the Muslim demands were ably recorded and put before the country. 
The draft resolution containing the fourteen points of the Ouaid moved at the League 
Session on 28-31 March, 1929 at Delhi swept the All India Muslim Conference and it 
lost its importance for the future as its Restitution rather its base was weakened by the 
popularity of the 14 points. It made its lasting impact on the Simon Commission Report 
(1928-30), RTCS, (1930-32), the White Paper (1933), proceedings of the Select 
Committee (1933-34) and the Act of 1935. 

Some writers claim that the Quaid prepared his points on the basis of the 
proposals of Delhi Muslim Conference. 3 It is incorrect as the Delhi proposals itselves 
owed their formulation to the.iong chain of events which shaped them as Muslim 
demands. The credit goes to the Ouaid for giving a remarkable document to the 
Muslims to help them chalk out their future course of action. 

Civil Disobedience: The Congress, in its Lahore session in December, 1929 adopted 
the resolution for Tull independence of India out side the British Commonwealth.’ In 
March 1930, Mahatma Gandhi began the Salt Satyagarah and the Civil Disobedience 
movements. No sooner did the Congress launch the movement than the Qadiani 
Community started a counter movement against it at the behest of the British. 

The Lahore Ahmadya Jamat paper wrote : 


t. K.K. Aziz, op. cit. P.33 

2 TarikhVol VI, P.107 

3. Tarikh Vol VI, P.105 
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"Nowadays the Congress had to face the Government and Qadianis alike. 
They are in a critical position. Qadiani missionaries are roaming about the villages to 
counteract the Congress propaganda against the Government through their lectures 
and addresses. A lesson of loyalty for the British is given to the public. The British are 
called God-sent rulers of India in accordance with the Quranic injunction of Ol il 
Amar. 1 " 

The paper condemned the espionage network of Oadian and deplored their 
political collaboration with the British Imperialism for fulfilling their nefarious 
designs. A strictly confidential circular was issued by Mufti Muhammad Sadiq, Nazar 
Amoor-e-Kharja (Incharge Department of Foreign Affairs, Qadian) to Qadiani 
Jamais advising them to keep a close check on the political movements of their areas 
and to inform the Centre of ups and downs of the Congress influence. It was also 
directed that the Centre should be informed immediately if any Government servant 
would lake part in the political activities of the Congress or entertained its ideas 2 

Qadiani elders continued to maintain their sinister collaboration with the 
British Imperialism and made frequent references to their fidelity. Mirza Mahmud 
claimed that in the last fifty years (1884-1934) the Ahmadis had very loyally served the 
British Government whenever it faced a critical situation. They extended full coopera- 
tion to the Government during the First World War, the Rowaltt Act disturbances 
and the Hijrat movement. They boldly faced the challenge of Non-cooperation 
Movement by distributing free literature, organizing lectures and public meetings 
against it in India. Equally the challenges of numerousCivil Disobedience movements, 
the Red Shirt threat and the Bengal Terrorism were met with courage. Qadiani Khalifa 
stressed in the foregoing address that Ahmadya Community, since its birth had always 
been pleased and proud of serving the British with unswerving loyalty and took pride 
in being the subjects of the King Emperor. He claimed to possess many baskets full 
of commendatory letters written either to him or to the Secretaries of his Jamat by 
the British Government officials paying high tribute to the spirit of loyalty of the 
Ahmadya community shown to the British at various occasions. He further emphasized 
that his Jamat had possessed several baskets full of medals which Ahmadis had earned 
for sacrificing their lives for the Government. These baskets even outweighed an 
official’s weight, he claimed. 3 

He never hesitated to admit that Ahmadya movement had. always opposed 
every political movement which posed threat to the suzerainty of Britain in the Indian 
sub-continent. He referred to counter movements which Ahmadis launched against 
the first organized resistance against the British in 1907, disturbances started after the 


1 . Palgham-e-Sulh Lahore, 23 June. 1 930 

2. Alfazl Qadian, 22 July. 1 930 

3. Alf«l Qadian, let November, 1 834 
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Partition of Bengal, Cawnpur Mosque agitation (1913) and the first (1919-21), second 
(1930) and the third Non-Cooperation movements (1932). 1 

It was widely held that Ahmadya community was the handmaid of British 
Imperialism and its secret agency meant to serve its political interests. The top 
leadership of the Congress unequivocally condemned Qadiani Janiai as British 
stooges. Mirza Mahmud made reference to it in an address to his community: 

"The idea that Ahmadis are the agents of the British was so deeply rooted 
in the hearts of people that even some top level political leaders asked me in a secret 
and confidential manner if I had entered into a secret alliance with the British. Dr 
Syed Mahmud, who is now (1935) the Secretary of the Congress, visited Qadian. He 
told me when Pandit Jawahar Lai Nehru returned after his tour from Europe, the very 
first thing he disclosed was his experience which he had learnt during his visit to Europe 
about the Ahmadya Community. He candidly declared if India aspired for the downfall 
of the British Government in the sub-continent it must take steps to weaken the 
Ahmadya Janiat at the first instance. This means that every one thinks Ahmadya Jamal 
as an agent of the British Government." 2 

In his several addresses, Mirza Mahmud enumerated the nature and extent 
of services rendered by Ahmadis for the strengthening and establishment of the British 
hegemony in India and abroad. Not only did Qadianis lay down their lives for the 
British Imperialism but also spent millions of rupees to check uprisings and political 
movements that threatened the British ascendancy in India and abroad. He proudly 
claimed that while the British officials received payments for their services, he and his 
community spent millions of rupees from their pockets to crush anti British movements 
in India. Their keen desire to establish the Government of the King Emperor had 
rendered them the enemy of the whole of India, he remarked. 3 

Ahmadya Mission, London watched the British Imperialist interests in all 
its colonies. It enjoyed a unique position in the eyes of top British officials and the 
Secretary of State for India. The Incharge of that Mission was always a close confidant 
of Mirza Mahmud because he had been entrusted with important political assignments 
which he carried out confidentially. Abdul Rahim Dard was the head of the Ahmadya 
Mission, London in 1928 when he was replaced by Molvi Farzand Ali as the new 
head. A grand party was organized by Dard in May, 1928 on the occasion of Eid-ul-Azha 
which was participated by leading British figures. It will be of interest to give a report 
of the party from a British paper : 

"On 31st May, 1928 the second day of Eid-ul-Azha, a garden party was held, 
and an address on ‘Islam’ was given by Sir Denison Ross, at the Ahmadyd Mission at 
Southfields.The party was attended by Viscount and Viscountess Allenby, Lord Leigh, 
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Sir William Bull, MP; Sir Clement Kinloch-Cook, MP; Lady Clement Cook; Sir Park 
Goof, MP; Sir Frank Sanderson MP; Sir Hemy and Lady Cowan, Sir Murdoch 
MacDonald, MP; and Lady MacDonald; Cap Garro Jones, MP; Mr J.B. and Miss 
Couper, Colonel Applin, MP; Mr Rhys Davies, MP; Mr and Mrs Reginaled Elarry, 
Sir Stanford, London, Dr T.D.Ahmad, Mr M. Naseem, Mr.H.D. Watson, Rt.Rev. 
Bishop James, Secretary German Embassy, Secretary Persian Legation; Lt.CoI. 

E .Murray, Secretary, British Empire League, Mr.G.R.S. Mead, Mr. H.R.Gibb, Sirdar 
Iqbal Ali Shah, Sir Edward Maclagen, former Lt.Governer of Punjab, and Mahraja 
of Burdwan. 

Sir Edward Maclagen, who presided, after thanking the Imam A.R.Dard, 
for the "Catholic Comprehensiveness" of the invitations to the celebrations of the Id 
invitations which were extended to Muslims who were not of the Ahmadi persuation 
as well as to Christians and Hindus-referred to the splendid spirit of patriotism and 
self-sacrifice shown by Ahmadya Community in the Punjab, particularly during the 
Great War. He added his regret at the impending departure of the Imam from London. 

Sir Denison Ross recounted some of his experiences in living among 
Muslims in the study of Islam and applauded the growing spirit of historical research 
among Hindus and Muslims. 

The Mahraja of Burdwan stated his pleasure at being present at such an 
undenominational assembly. Meetings of this kind, he said, where he could meet his 
Muslim friends, could not fail to cement the friendship between peoples of different 
faith. 

The Imam Dard referred to his belief that all worshipers of the Heavenly 
Father whether Muslim, Christian or Jew could |itly meet together on such occasions 
as this. Tolerance was one of the fundamentals of his creed. He then announced the 
fact that he had, for reasons of health, been recalled to India by the Head of the 
Ahmadya Community, and introduced to the audience, his successor, Mr.Farazand 
Ali, to whom he hoped that the same kindness and support which had been extended 
to himself would be shown." 1 

RTCs London: The Simon Commission Report was published in May 1930. It proved 
most disappointing and was widely condemned in India. To discuss the political 
situation of India, some loyal elements called an All Muslim Parties Conference which 
was held in Simla in July, 1930. All pro-British political leaders, nawabs and landlords 
participated. The Indian press called it an ‘All India Toadies Conference.’ Mirza 
Mahmud attended it on the request of Sir Zafarullah. He emphasized that leaders 
should advise Muslims to wait the outcome of forthcoming Round Table Conference 
in London before taking any further action, He apprehended that some elements 
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might exploit the situation for leading a Civil Disobedience Movement. 1 He was 
obviously referring to the Congress. 

The Labour Government announced Dominion Status for India and invited 
representatives of the British India and Indian states for consultation to a RoundTable 
Conference to be held in London. On this occasion Mirza Mahmud prepared and 
published an analysis of the Simon Report. This booklet was published under the title 
The Solution of the Political Problem of India. It was widely circulated among Muslim 
representatives of RTC in London in 1930-32. 

In this booklet, he proposed a provisional form of Central Government for 
India and emphasized its ill-preparedness for independence, taking among others, its 
military needs which it had to carry for its survival. 2 He asserted that the delegates of 
RTC should begin by considering the Simon Commission Report and the related 
questions of fitness of India for independence. The latter question required a moral, 
political and religious answer, he continued. A religious answer could not be given 
because of the broad religious difference between Europeans and Indians, but 
certainly, moral and political answercould be ventured. To both of these, his answer 
was clear ‘yes.’ England was morally and politically obliged by previous commitments 
to grant eventual independence to India. "But Mahmud Ahmad stood far from a 
radical position,” says Levan, "when he expressed his continued support of the British 
presence in India in the sentence. In short, separation from England is not only 
impossible but it is also opposed to the Divine Scheme of things." 3 4 He maintained that 
the British political system laid the basis for polarization of the work. A mere thought 
of disassociating India from England is against the will of God and one who thinks of 
it is an arch enemy of the country. Even, to him, the demand for Dominion Status for 
India was a curse. 

Mirza Mahmud exonerated England from the charge of continual com- 
munalism in India and fully supported the Simon Commission proposals, especially 
appreciating their recognition of the need to protect the interests of minority groups. 
He proposed a vassal pattern for India in the proposed future constitutional set up : 

"I deem it necessary to state here that if India is to continue as a part of the 
British Commonwealth of Nations under the British Crown, as I think it must, also I 
for one shall not hesitate to sacrifice even the strongest political alliance on this 
account, then it is necessary that the British element must be retained for a long time 
to come. At present all the British dominions are either wholly colonized by the British 
blood, such as Australia and Newzealand, or partly by the British and partly by the 
non-British elements, such as the Dominions of Canada and South Africa. These 
dominions can easily maintain their connection with the mother country owing to the 


1. Tarikh Vol VI, P.238 

2. Mirza Mahmud, The Solution ol Political Problem o 

3. Lavan, op. cit.. P.139 

4. Mirza Mahmud, op. cit. P.142 
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ties of kinship and language, but in a land like India which is inhabited by quite a 
different people from the British, who widely differ from the latter in speech, race, 
religion and civilization, it is hut necessary that some sort of connection be maintained 
between the two in order that free and autonomous India may be in a position to keep 
alive with her feelings of friendliness towards Great Britain. And the best way to effect 
it is to retain the services of British officials, otherwise the feeling of being one Empire 
will never be maintained, and there will be fear of India cutting adrift from the British 
Commonwealth Nations, which I think will result not in the desired Self-Government 
but in conditions as worse as slavery.*" 

First RTC: The first RTC opened on 1 2 Novemher, 1930 in London. It was boycotted 
by the Congress. Sir Fazl-i- Hussain, the Member of the Viceroy’s Executive Council 
sent Zafarullah, his ‘principal collaborator’ and Shafaat Ahmad to London to exercise 
check on activities of the Quaid-e-Azam. Zafarullah’s public career during 1920s had 
widened his influence and respect with the British after his appointment as Senior 
Crown Counsel on the Delhi Conspiracy Case in 1930-31, in which Bhagat Singh and 
Dutt were involved. 2 Sir FazI-i-Hussain, in a letter dated 20 May, 1930 addressed to 
Sir Malcolm Hailey, the Governor of UP, explained : 

"Again, frankly, I do not like the idea of Jinnah doing all the talking and of 
course there being no one strong-minded enough to make a protest in case 
Jinnah starts upon expressing his views when those views are not acceptable 
to the Indian Muslim. I want some one who would frankly say that it is not 
the Indian Muslim view. It is a difficult thing to say that and an unpleasant 
one, and the higher the position of a representative, the more difficult it is 
for him to say so in a Conference. I believe Shafaat Ahmad and Zafarullah 
will not hesitate, while Shafi’s repudiation may be attributed to rivalry.” 3 
There was no appreciable progress achieved in the First Round Table 
Conference. The Quaid attended the session and helped evolve a formula for the 
Hindu-Muslim agreement which was vetoed by Jayakar. The first session of RTC 
closed on 19 January 1931, with a statement by the British Prime Minister, Ramsay 
McDonald that the Government accepted the proposals for full responsible Govern- 
ment with ‘some features of dualism’ at a federated centre. 

A happy development had already taken place in India. Dr. Iqbal, as 
President of the Muslim League, in its Allahabad Session (1930) suggested the idea 
of the separate state for the predominantly Muslim areas of North West India. The 
Hindu press brought the idea under attack and rejected it as a solution of India’s 
iroblem. 


t. Ibid P.357 

2. Lflvan, op. cit. P.140 Also Zafn/ullah, Servant ot God, London, 1963, P.55 
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A Present to Lord Irwin: Lord Irwin’s term of Viceroyalty in India ended in 1931. The 
people of India did not like him for his repressive policy. There was a time when the 
conservatives demanded his recall. At the time of his departure to London, Mirza 
Mahmud, in accordance with his traditional policy, put up a display of sychophancy 
for his master. He sent a three-man delegation comprising Zafarullah Khan, Chaudhry 
Fateh Muhammad Khan and A.R.Dard which waited on him and presented him a 
nicelybound book written by Mirza Mahmud. It was presented in a beautiful casket 
on his behalf and on behalf of ten thousand members of his community who lived in 
one hundred cities of all the provinces of India. It gave a brief history of Ahmadyat 
with special emphasis on Ahmadya relations with the British and the services rendered 
by the community during the past political turmoils. Ahmadya-British relations were 
so close and intimate, the book says, that people took the ‘wrong’ impression that 
Ahmadis were British spies. 

Lord Irwin, in his letter to ‘His Holiness’ Mirza Mahmud, duly recognized 
and appreciated the services rendered by Ahmadya Community during his term of 
Viceroyalty in India. He assured him of his interest and sympathy with the Ahmadya 
Community even after leaving India. 1 

Languid Session: On 1st December, 1931 the second RTC ended and Zafarullah 
wasted no time to leave for India to preside over the League's session at Delhi. Certain 
pro-British elements pushed his candidature in the League’s Council for the presidency 
of the Muslim League for that session. Before undertaking this venture, he wrote a 
letter to Mirza Mahmud for his advice. The letter is recorded in Tarikh-e- Ahmadyat. 
It says: 

"It is a unique political occasion. I have accepted to preside over the session 
with a view to providing political guidance and advice to Indian Muslims in the capacity 
of Hazoor’s (Mirza Mahmud) mouthpiece. 1 earnestly request your honour to spare 
some time and write the address for me... Moreover after the announcement of my 
name as the President of the League, Jamiat-ul-Ulema etc would protest and oppose 
it. They continue to do so during the session. We may make efforts that a large number 
of Ahmadi members should participate in the session to make a big gathering and to 
get the desired resolutions passed. ..In writing the address Hazoor may take note of 
the predicament of Indian Muslims in the context of current politics; review the 
present political events and guide in preparation of a future programme of action. 
Hazoor may also emphasise the future need to work on cooperative basis under a 
system." 2 

The venue of Muslim League Session was Jeewan Hall, Delhi. When the 
Muslims came to know that a Qadianj was going to preside over the 22nd session of 
the Muslim League, they staged a violent demonstration and occupied the Hall. 

1. Mina Mahmud Ahmad, Tohfa Lord Irwin, Allah Bux Steam Press Qadian, March 1831 

2. Tarikb-«-Ahm*dy«t VoJ Vt. P.338 
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Anti-Zafarullah demonstration forced the participants to move to some other 
place.*At last the so-called ‘session’ was held at the residence of Nawab Muhammad 
Ali under close guard. Zafarullah, in his "presidential" address, discussed the political 
issues like Dominion Status for India, All India Federation, provincial autonomy, 
constitutional safeguards for minorities, rights of Kashmir Muslim, and revolutionary 
and anarchiul crimes committed by certain elements in the country.^ 

It was a "languid and attenuated House of scarcely 120 people in all. During 
this session the quorum at the annual session was reached from 75 to 50, the annual 
subscription from Rs.6 to Rs. 1 and the admission of Rs. 5 was abolished altogether to 
attract new members." 3 The other important amendment in the Leagues Constitution 
related to the very object oflhe League which hud been defined as "the attainment of 
Swaraj for India by all peaceful and legitimate means." This was changed to "the 
attainment of full responsible Government for India by all peaceful and legitimate 
means with adequate and effective safeguards for Musalmans." Dr M.U.S.Jung 
suggested the retention of the word Swaraj (independence) while Mr.Sabri wanted to 
substitute it with the phrase "complete independence." Both the amendments were 
rejected by a large majority, only a couple of members voting for them. 

Among the resolutions passed, one related to the appointment of a commit- 
tee to negotiate with the Working Committee of All India Muslim Conference to bring 
a union between the two bodies. The committee was to submit its report by March, 
1932 to the League's Council which would take steps "as may be necessary to effect 
the proposal of amalgamation and frame a constitution of the resulting organization. 
The Committee comprised : Zafarullah, President of the League, S.M. Abdullah and 
Mirza Ijaz Hussain as Joint Secretaries of the League.”' 

It was a deep rooted conspiracy to use the League’s platform for the imperial , 
game. Qadianis wanted to gain hold over the League and to finish its independent 
status by merging it in the Muslim Conference. 

Pakistan Scheme: Zafarullah was nominated by the British for all three RTCs. At the 
end of the meetings, his name was included in the Joint Select Committee formed to 
examine witnesses on the feasibility of proposals with regard to the future constitution 
of India. When the delegates of the Conference and the league appeared before the 
Joint Select Committee a fourpage leaflet Now or Never : All we to Live or Perish 
Forever? attracted attention of some members of the RTC. Zalarullah dismissed 
Pakistan scheme and remarked before the Joint Select Committee of Parliament on 
1st August, 1933 that it was only a ‘student’s scheme’ and there was nothing in it. He 
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called the scheme ‘chimerical’ and ‘impractical’ which meant the Federation of certain 
provinces. 1 He, however, justified his stand afterwards(1982) by arguing that since 
Ch. Rahmat Alt’s Pakistan scheme involved an exchange of population from one part 
of India to an other that was the reason he called it ‘chemerical’ and ‘impractical’ in 
nature. 2 

Zafarullah had a remarkable record of service at his credit for his British 
masters. In lieu of his services he was knighted at the end of the RTCs. Sir Samuel 
Hoare, the Secretary of State for India paid him glowing tribute and expressed his 
firm belief over his glorious future in India and hoped that he would continue to be 
sincere to the British. 3 He also earned the favour and support of some other British 
officials like Sir Findlater Stewart, Permanent Under Secretary of State for India and 
Sir Maurice Gwyer, Chief Treasury Counsel, who subsequently became Chief Justice 
of India. 4 5 

Quaid Returns to India : The Quaid-e Azam was so disgusted with the discussions of 
the RTC as well as manoeuverings of the British agents that he decided to settle in 
London with the intention of carrying on practice as an advocate before the Judicial 
Committee of the Privy Council. He was not invited to latter sittings of the RTC 
because he was the strongest opponent of the Federal scheme. 

Qadianis claim' that Mirza Mahmud Ahmad directed Abdul Rahim Dard, 
Qadiani Missionary at London to persuade the Quaid to return to India and again 
take part in politics. Dard allegedly had many interviews with Mr. Jinnah. Eventually 
Mr Jinnah changed his mind and agreed to return to India and resume the political 
struggle for Indian Muslims. The start was made in London. Dard arranged a meeting 
on the lawns of the London ‘ Mosque’ on 7 April, 1933 on the occasion of Eid ul Azha. 
Some 200 politicians and intellectuals attended. Those included Pethick Lawrence, 
Sir Edward McLagen, Prof. AR Gibb, Sir Denison Ross, etc. Sir Nairne Stewart 
Sandeman Presided. Mr.Jinnah spoke on India of the Future. He started his talk with 
the announcement. The eloquent persuation of the Imam left me no escape ’ 

The Sunday Times , London reported in the issue of 9 April, 1933. There 
was also a large gathering in the grounds of the Mosque in the Melrose Road, 
Wimbledon, when Mr.Jinnah, the famous Indian Muslim spoke on India’s future. 
Mr. Jinnah made unfavourable comments on the Indian White Paper from a national 
point of view. The Chairman Sir N.Stewart Sandeman, MP took up the Churchill’s 
attitude on the subject and this led to heckling by some of the Muslim students, who 
were however, eventually calmed by the Imam of the Mosque.’ 6 


1 . Minutes of Evidence given before the Joint Committee on Indian ConstHuttonal Reform Session 1932-33 Vol II 
P.1496 

2. Pakistan Times, Lahore 13 February. 1982 

3. Affazl Gad i an, 24 Juty 1934 
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There is no concrete proof to substantiate Qadiani claim. 1 Rather the 
attitude of Zafarullah in the RTCs and the role of Qadian leadership played in mid 
30’s are sufficient evidences to reject the absurd contention of Qadiani writers. The 
Quaid came to India in September 1931 and spent a few days in Bombay. He addressed 
a public meeting in which he advised Muslims to close up their ranks. Liaquat Ali 
visited London in 1933 and persuaded him to lead the nation. In April 1934, he again 
came back to India for about a month. The main object of his visit was to address a 
League Council Meeting and to pursuade Muslims to accept the Communal Award 
and make preparations for the next elections. In January, 1935 the Quaid returned to 
India to attend the session of the Central Legislative Assembly to which he had 
returned unopposed earlier in October, 1934 in his absence. He was also elected the 
permanent President of the League in 1934. 2 

The Quaid was slow in making up his mind to accept the challenge to build 
up moribund Muslim League into an effective organization and visited India several 
times during 1934-35 in an effort to gauge the situation, before finally settling again 
in Bombay. There was no element of Qadiani persuation in making his decision to 
return to India. Qadianis never extended cooperation to the Quaid after his return. 
They bitterly opposed the Muslim League policy in general and in Punjab in particular 
due to their sinister collaboration with the Unionists. In late 30s they openly sided 
with the Congress and were jubilant on the formation of Congress Ministries in six 
provinces of India. 


1 . Alfazl 27 April 1933 says nothing of ths sort white giving a report of Ihe maatlng. 
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QADIANI INTRIGUES IN 
KASHMIR 

Oadian always yearned for Kashmir. Mirza Mahmud discloses that his 
grandfather Mirza Ghulam Murtaza was a great friend of Shiekh Imamuddin, the last 
Governor of Kashmir appointed by the Sikh darbar. When he was ordered by the Sikh 
darbar to take charge in Kashmir, he insisted to take Mirza Ghulam Murtaza with 
him. Mirza Ghulam Murtaza was in Kashmir with Imamuddin at the time of Anglo- 
Sikh war (1846). The British crushed the Sikh power in the Punjab and Kashmir was 
sold out to Gulab Singh in March 1846 for Rs.75 iacs in accordance with the Treaty 
of Amritsar. Gulab Singh had some difficulty in obtaining actual possession of 
Kashmir. Imamuddin made for a lime, successful resistance and it was not till the end 
of 1846 that Gulab Singh was established in Kashmir with the aid of the British troops 
and those of Lahore darbar. Mirza Mahmud further says that Imamuddin wanted to 
form a confederacy of states surrounding Kashmir. He, however, could not carry out 
his plan for the fear that nawabs of hilly states might not be in a position to fight 
against the British. Further, it was not considered advisable to have direct confronta- 
tion with the British. This was said to be the first reason which led Mirza Mahmud 
Ahmad to dabble in Kashmir affairs. 

The second reason given by him is that Hakim Nuruddin, the teacher, 
father-in-law and the first Khalifa of Ahmadya Community was the court physician in 
Kashmir darbar. Amar Singh, the father of Hari Singh, (the last Maharja of Kashmir) 
and his brother Ram Singh were said to have studied the Holy Quran from the Hakim. 
Partab Singh, the elder brother of Amar Singh came to know of it. He ordered the 
Hakim’s immediate expulsion from the State 1 2 . This is not the correct reason gi\ en for 
his expulsion. 

The actual story is that after the death of Ranbir Singh in 1885 he was 
succeeded by his eldest son Partab Singh. In 1889 Partab Singh was condemned by the 
British for his alleged pro-Russian policy. On that pretext, the British made a plan to 
annex Kashmir and some parts of Gilgit 3 This plan was foiled by an Indian nationalist 
Sufi Amba Parshad who by posing himself deaf and dumb got himself employedwith 
the British representative, stole the secret documents, and got them published in the 
Atnrii Bazar Pairika, Calcutta. It created a lot of stir in the British Parliament and the 
Calcutta Administration. The British, however, snubbed the Maharja and a Council 
was organized to carry out administration of the State. It comprised Maharaja’s two 
brothers: Ram Singh and Amar Singh and certain selected officials from British 
service. They were to take no important step without consulting the Resident. In 
November, 1891 the Maharja was restored to a portion of his power. After assumption 
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of power he ordered (he immediate expulsion of the Hakim from the State. The Hakim 
was an agent of the British Intelligence and was responsible to keep a watch on Partab 
Singh’s political activities. He kept the British Resident informed of all the Court 
intrigues. 1 On the directives of his Imperialist masters he and Muharram Ali Chishti 
plotted to establish a vassal state on the borders of Kashmir (in Kishtwar) 2 to render 
it as a buffer zone to check Russian incursions. The plot could not be materialized 
due to some political reasons. Amar Singh played in the Hakim’s hands and aspired 
for power. 

The third reason given by Mirza Mahmud for taking interest in Kashmir 
affairs was the plight of Kashmir Muslims which he had seen during his three visits to 
Kashmir. He first visited Kashmir in July. 1909 to see “Jesus’ tomb" in Khanyar street. 
Srinagar. In June ,1921 he paid second visit, a political one, to explore the possibility 
of sending his agents in Central Asia by making Kashmir a launching pad. The British 
policy in those days was directed towards Communist Russia. 3 Molvi Muhammad 
Amin and Molvi Zahoor Hussain undertook espionage missions and were arrested by 
the Russian police several times. Mirza Mahmud hinted at the possibility of setting 
up of an Ahmadya state in the hey days of Qadiani infiltration in Central Asia. 4 5 

Mirza Mahmud paid the third visit to Kashmir in June, 1929. By 1929, the 
Russian Revolution (191?) had made a considerable headway. It posed a great threat 
to British Imperialism in India. Communist Russia continued to make appeals to 
Muslims of the east to throw off the yoke of Imperialism and help the Russian 
Revolution. These slogans caused great embarrassment to the British. However 
Russia’s need for imports and credits from the West and its signing of a commercial 
treaty with Britain in March, 1921 forced her to abstain from any attempt militarily or 
diplomatic to encourage peoples of Asia in any form of hostile action against the 
British interests or Empire especially in India and in the independent state of 
Afghanistan. Despite Russia continued to help Indian Revolutionaries in one way or 
the other. Tashkent was the main training centre for Indian revolutionaries. A school 
was also founded at Samarkand in 1920 which was attended by 3500 experts who were 
sent to India well provided with money to undertake revolutionary activities. The 
Soviet Minister at Kabul Raskolnikov gave special attention to the tribesmen in 
Wazirastan.' 

Even after the Russian assurances of not interfering in the internal affairs 
of India, the Colonial Department of the Communist Party of Britain continued to 
direct the activities of Indian Communists 6 After the Sixth Congress of the Third 
International in 1928 the Communists intensified their activities in India. They earlier 
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led workers into a strike like that of Bombay, Bengal and the UP (the Cawnpore 
Conspiracy Case, 1924) and its leaders were sent behind the bars (The Meerut 
Conspiracy case). In 1930, a Draft Programme of Action asked for a violent overthrow 
of the Indian Government and the establishment of a Soviet Government. 1 Alarmed 
by these announcements the British took great interest in emerging political develop- 
ments in strategic areas of Kashmir. They wanted to plant their loyal agents in those 
areas where Russian infiltration could be possible. 

The most dependable agents of Imperialism could be none except Qadianis. 
They had a ‘brilliant’ record of spying, sabotage and pro-British activities. Any 
movement launched through them could be properly checked and maintained. They 
could also be relied upon in all matters. In India they had already proved their worth 
by launching counter offensives against the national independence movements. 
During the days of Cawnpore Mosque agit ation, Jalianwallah Bagh Tragedy, Khilafat 
and Civil Disobedience Movements, they collaborated with the British to undermine 
the efforts of the freedom fighters. They were specially active against Communists and 
so-called Bengali terrorists. Their existence on Kashmir borders could serve to meet 
the Communist incursions and check the How of revolutionaries from Sinkiang into 
Kashmir. 

Stir in Kashmir. In the last year of 20s, the political situation in Kashmir become 
explosive and volatile. In March 1929, Sir Albion Banneiji, the Political Affairs 
Minister resigned in protest against the bad state of affairs in Kashmir and made 
startling observations on the plight of Kashmir Muslims which caused a stir in the 
State. Soon after that Mirza Mahmud paid his third political visit to Kashmir (June 
1929) to give a final shape to his pre-conceived subversive plan. He directed Qadiani 
workers to infiltrate into rank and file of all those parties likely to form the nucleus 
for future political leadership. There were scores of Qadianis in Kashmir. As many as 
85 Qadiani Centres 2 manned by clever missionaries worked enthusiastically to’ exploit 
the political situation prevailing in Kashmir for their nefarious ends. Mirza Mahmud, 
sanguine of these developments, raised the slogan of an Ahmadya state and aspired 
to establish it anywhere in India as a future base. 3 He was obviously making reference 
to Kashmir. 

The year 1930 witnessed a great political upsurge in Kashmir. The incident 
of sacrilege of the Holy Quran and interruption of the Eid Khutba at congregational 
prayers in Jammu infuriated the Muslims. They assembled at Jamia Mosque in 
Srinagar to protest against the high-handedness of the Dogra rulers. On 21st June, a 
protest meeting was held at KhanQah-e-Moallah Mosque at Srinagar. At the entj of 
the meeting, Abdul Qadeer, a young pathan from the UP and a guide by .profession 
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delivered a fiery speech against the Dogra ruler and was arrested and tried for 
sedition. 1 

On 13 July, 1931 thousands of people assembled outside the Srinagar jail 
where the trial was being held. They were interested in the fate of Abdul Qadeer. The 
police opened fire on the peaceful demonstrators killing twenty three men and 
wounding forty. A wave of indignation swept the whole of India. The Muslims of India 
protested against the Dogra atrocities and sympathized with the Kashmir Muslims. 

Contemporary observers were divided about the causes of the Kashmir 
outbreak. Spokesmen for the Darbar and some British politicians thought that it was 
the work of outside agitators-Bolshevist agents , as one British MP Lt. Col Sir Smiles 
put it in the House of Commons, 2 but the majority of Simla’s men on the spot preferred 
to emphasize internal factors. According to E.M. Jenkins, the Deputy Commissioner 
of Amritsar, ‘the root of the trouble is in the State and not in the Punjab. To hold 
otherwise is to live in fool’s paradise.’ 3 By the root of the trouble, he meant the 
invidious position of Muslims in Kashmir Society. 

Kashmir Committee: On 25 July, 1931 Mirza Mahmud invited leading Muslims of 
India for consultation on Kashmir affairs at the residence of Nawab Zulfiqar Ali Khan 
at Simla. The participants included Sir Fazl-i-Hussain, Kh. Hasan Nizami, Dr. Muham- 
mad *IqbaI, Sir Zulfiqar Ali, Nawab Kanjpura, Sheikh Rahim Bux (retired session 
judge), Syed Mohsin Shah (advocate), Molvi Ismail Ghaznavi, Molvi Noorul Haq 
(Editor, Muslim Out Look, Lahore), Syed Habib (Editor, Siyasat, Lahore), Meerak 
Shah, A.R.Saghir and Abdul Latif (brother of Sir Abdul Qayyum of NWFP). Ch. 
Zahoor Ahmad (Oadiani) attended as the Press Secretary. 4 

An All India Kashmir Committee (AIKC) was formed with Mirza Mahmud 
as its president. He declined to be the dictator of the Committee.' A.R.Dard became 
its Secretary. It aimed to wage a constitutional struggle for the restoration of the rights 
of Kashmir Muslims. 6 

Ian Copland explains the Oadiani motive in taking interest in Kashmir affairs 
by formation of an AIKC: 

‘To this missionaiy-oriented sect(Oadian), Kashmir represented a natural 
field for expansion. Qadian, the Ahmadya headquarter was situated at Gurdaspur 
district which abutted the Jammu frontier: and the Ahmadya creed embraced the 
belief that Srinagar was the last resting place of Jesus Christ revered by .all Muslims 
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as prophet. However it was the July agitation which suggested to the Ahmadya Khalifa, 
Mirza Bashiruddin Mahmud Ahmad that the time was ripe for a concerted missionary 
push, championed the civil rights cause would establish a firm foothold in the hearts 
and minds of the Kashmiri people, and he hoped to put this goodwill to work in his 
campaign for converts. Nevertheless it is doubtful whether he would have chanced his 
arm on such a risky venture had the sect not possessed some important local contacts 
in Srinagar notably Jamaluddin (the brother of Khawaja Kanialuddin) and the 
Darbar’s Director of Public Instruction, and the ubiquitous (Sheikh) Abdullah.’ 1 

The main office of AIKC was setup in Oadian. Mirza Mahmud formed a 
Publicity Committee at Oadian and all the Oadian papers got engaged in projecting 
the image of Mirza Mahmud as a political sage, a well-wisher of Muslims, and 
protagonist of Kashmir Muslim cause.A section of the Muslim press in India also 
created a pastiche and adorned their pages with laudatory remarks about Kashmir 
Committee. Aifnzl Oadian which specialized in the art of fawning, introduced certain 
Qadianis or pro-Qadiani elements of Kashmir as the outspoken leaders of oppressed 
people of Kashmir. It was a carefully contrived charade by the mercenaries of Oadian 
and a group of feudal aristocracy under Sir Fazle-i-Hussain to fabricate their 
popularity in India. In the Valley of Kashmir cheer boys of Mirza Mahmud took pains 
to mollify critics to manipulate support. 

Majlis-i-Ahrar: Qadiani manoeuvres in Kashmir were challenged by newly formed 
political body of Punjab M\islimsi-Majtis-i-Ahrar-i-Is/am. They were former Khaiifites, 
differed with theCongress over certain issues and afterwards announced the formation 
of their party in a meeting at Habibia Hall, Lahore on 1 1 July, 1931. They were also 
opposed to the policies of Muslims League. The declared object ives of the party were 
to secure independence for the country, promote better relations with other com- 
munities and establish an Islamic system in the country. They were anti-imperialist and 
progressive in outlook. Chaudhry Afzal Haq was the moving force behind the party. 
The other prominent Ahrar leaders were Sycd Attaullah Shah Bokhari, Maulana 
Mazhar Aii Azhar* Sheikh Hussam ud din, Master Taj uddin Ansari, and Syed Habib ur 
Rehman Ludhianvi. It was a galaxy of spell binders. They attacked Capitalism, chal 
lenged feudalism and spoke in the language of a common man. They targeted 
Qadianyat for it represented the high point of toadyism and servility. The involvement 
of Oadian in the politics of Kashmir was a source of concern to them. They firmly held 
that the AIKC was a tool of British Imperialism and Ahmadis, the most loyal of all 
sections of British India were playing their game. 2 

Ian Copland elaborates: ’The Ahmadyas adopted a two-pronged strategy with regard 
to Kashmir. The first, of which they made no secret, was to capture control of AIKC, 
a Lahore-based lobby group founded by Sir Faial-i-Hussain (Italics added).How they 
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managed this, given the hostility with which the Qadianis were regarded in orthodox 
circles, is a puzzle, but manage it they did. 1 The second part of the strategy was to 
utilize the Committee’s prestige to put pressure on the Government of India. 

Kaul as New Dewan: The establishment of the AIKC was coincided by the appoint- 
ment of Hari Kishan Kaul as the Prime Minister of Kashmir. On 25 July, the Maharaja 
sacked Prime Minister Wakefield who was accused of encouraging agitation in 
Kashmir. Kaul adopted a repressive policy, detained many political workers and 
suspended some Muslim civil servants from their job. Kaul was afterwards joined by 
his brother Dya, a former Dewan of Patiala and a man known to the British as a 
notorious intriguer. 2 

Mirza Mahmud chalked out a programme of action for the AIKC. Kashmir 
Day was celebrated on 14 August and A.R. Dard travelled to Simla to brief the Political 
Secretary, Sir Charles Watson. 3 Mahmud Ahmad reasoned that the British would have 
to intervene sooner or later in order to placate their own Muslim subjects. His job was 
to see that the later made their voices heard. 

Copland discussing Oadiani strategy further states: "Of more immediate 
benefits, however, were the Ahmadya’s clandestine operations in Kashmir itself. 4 
Unbeknown to the rest of the AIKC, Mahmud Ahmad made contacts with Sh. 
Abdullah in Srinagar and arranged to support the Youngmen’s Association with 
propaganda and funds." 5 Abdul Rahim Dard arranged a secret meeting between 
Sheikh Abdullah and Mirza Mahmud at Garhi Habibullah on Kashmir border. He 
persuaded him to raise a voice in support of All India Kashmir Committee to establish 
its representative character and to afford an opportunity to its President to address 
the British as an advocate of Kashmir Muslim cause. 6 

The Sheikh agreed and played in the hands of Oadiani elements. He also 
threw up his job with the Education Department and opened a small office in Srinagar, 
staffed by full time political workers. 7 "Over the following weeks branches were 
established in Jammu and other provincial towns, and a flood of riew members 
recruited. Many of the latter were young militants who itched for a chance to get even 
with the Darbar for its role in the July riots but Abdullah took Mahmud Ahmad’s 
advice and stayed his hand." 8 In official history of Ahmadyat photo copies of Sheikh 
Abdullah’s letters have been given in which he had asked for financial help, advice 
and support from Qadian. 9 

From AIKC Platform: Mirza Mahmud had a meeting first with the Political Secretary 
of the Government of India incharge of the States and latter called on the Viceroy, 
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Lord Willigdon on 1st August, 1931 and stressed the desirability of British interference 
in the internal affairs of Kashmir. The Viceroy demanded time for taking any suitable 
action. However, he liked Mirza Mahmud’s proposal for sending a delegation to 
Kashmir comprising Nawab Zulfiqar Ali, Khan Bahadur Rahim Bux, Khawaja Hasan 
Nizami, Dard and Maulana Ismail Ghaznavi to look into the situation. Later the name 
of Dr Iqbal was included into it. Dr Iqbal strongly opposed this proposal as it was 
considered to be against the larger interest of Kashmir Muslims. He thought that it 
was premature at that stage and would only provide a tool to the Kashmir Government 
to exploit the affairs in Kashmir. He, instead, proposed to send a three-man mission 
including Mirza Mahmud, to London to explain the problem to the British public and 
Parliament. He promised to crtiicize boldly Kashmir Administration in case he found 
some time during the RTC. Mir/a Mahmud claims that he knew well the Maharaja 
would not agree to the proposal so he cared not consider Dr Iqbal’s suggestion. He 
was on look to find an opportunity to persuade the Viceroy to interfere in the State 
affairs. The Maharaja rejected the delegation proposal as was anticipated. Mirza 
Mahmud claims that the Viceroy came to realize that the British Government had to 
interfere sooner or later in Kashmir affairs. 1 

Sir Aghu Khan, Sir Shafi, Dr Iqbal and Sir Zafaru llah called on the Secretary 
of State for India separately during the RTC London and discussed Kashmir issue 
with him. The Secretary of State for India later informed the President AIKC (Mirza 
Mahmud) that the correspondence had been started with the State on the issqe. 2 

The AIKC held meeting in Sialkol on 12-13 September, 1931. Another 
meeting was held at Lahore on 24 October, 1931. The Committee arranged for the 
publication of Kashmir news in the British press. Certain sections of the British press 
supported thedemand of Kashmir Muslims which included the expulsion of Kaul from 
the State and introduction of reforms. Farzad Ali of London ‘Mosque’ organized a 
campaign in London. The matter was raised several times in the British Parliament. J 
The British public opinion was not much in favour of the Maharaja. He had 
flamboyantly delivered pro-Congress speech at the RTC, enraging his Imperialist 
masters. Forgetting his position as vassal he had also been rather haughty towards the 
British Resident ever since he ascended the throne. 4 

Pandit Kaul, in a bid to pacify the mass movement of Kashmir Muslims, 
utilized the services of his close friend Sir Mehr Shah of the Punjab to arrange a 
meeting with some Muslim representatives. Both parties agreed that Muslims would 
call off agitation and Kaul would suspend emergency regulations and orders in force 
since two months. Muslim civil servants would be restored to their posts.'*’ 
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In August, Government ordered the release of some Kashmir leaders. They, 
however, impressed upon the Government that unless their demands were accepted, 
there was no sense in releasing them. The Government thereupon allowed them to 
present a memorandum of their grievances to the Maharaja. The initial draft was 
prepared by Ghulam Ahmad Ashai (Qadiani). It was carried to Lahore by A.R.Dard 
to be shown to the AIKC. It was still under scrutiny when Abdullah was arrested on 
21 September. A public meeting was held in Srinagar and a ‘War Council’ was formed 
to carry out the agitation. 

On the occasion of his 26th birthday on 3 October, 1931 the Maharaja in a 
darbar held in Srinagar announced the release of all political prisoners and withdrawal 
of Notification No. 19 L as well as other emergency laws. The Muslims were called upon 
to present their erstwhile memorandum of grievances on 16 October, 1931. The 
memorandum drafted by AIKC was presented to the Maharaja by an eleven member 
delegation which gave an outline of the constitutional reforms. 

A Massive Movement: The Majlis-i-Ahrar-i-Islam wasted no time to expose Qadiani 
designs. The eminent Ahrar leaders like Ch. Afzal Haq, Maulana Habibur Rahman 
Ludhianvi, Maulana Daud Ghaznavi, Maulana Atta Ullah Shah Bokhari, Maulana 
Mazhar Ali Azhar and several others played a prominent role for the cause of Kashmir 
Muslims. 1 Their movement had urban middle class character in contrast to pro- British 
feudalistic nature of AIKC. 

The fiery speeches of Ahrar leaders roused the sympathies of Muslims of 
India for their Kashmir brethren. These speeches also indicated a strong anti-im- 
perialist and anti-Ahmadya trends. Maulana Atta Ullah Shah Bokhari sharply attacked 
Qadianis in his addresses and-asserted that they licked the boots of the British. The 
Ahrar also opposed Sheikh Abdullah because he received support from the Kashmir 
Committee and Ahmadis. It is interesting to note that British Resident in his report 
of 3 October, 1931 referred to the arrest of Sheikh Abdullah, a ‘Qadiani.’ 2 

The Ahrar leaders saw behind the Kashmir events a deep British conspiracy 
and apprised Muslims of secret Qadiani motives. They explained that Qadianis were 
cleverly building up their influence in Kashmir. They had been playing the Imperialist 
game behind the facade of the Kashmir Committee. The Ahrar leaders disclosed that 
Khawaja Jamaluddin, brother of Khawaja Kamaluddin of Lahore section had used his 
influence as Director of Public Instruction to fill all educational institutions with 
Lahori Qadianis. 3 Qadianis also received a good indirect support from Khalifa Abdul 
Rahim Qadiani. He was the son of Khalifa Nuruddin Gujrati. Hakim Nuruddin and 
Nuruddin Khalifa were fast friends.During their stay in Jammu in 1890s, Khali (a 
collected ‘evidences’ to prove that the Christ’s ‘tomb’ existed in Kashmir. Khalifa 
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Rahim was Personal Secretary to Maharaja Hari Singh. He also served as Assistant 
Foreign and Political Secretary to Sir G.E.C. Wakefield, the ousted Premier of 
Kashmir. They said to have collaborated with the British and were removed from 
service during the hey days of Kashmir movement. 

M. Yusuf Saraf discusses the Ahrar movement in Kashmir and their reaction 
to a Qadian dominated AIKC: 

'The fact that the AIKC was headed by Amir of the Ahmadi Jamat, and its 
Secretary was also an Ahmadi and that the campaign was being conducted mainly with 
the funds provided by Ahmadis, was considered by them as an unhappy sign from the 
religious point of view. There had been acute differences between the Ahmadis and 
the general body of Muslims. There was a section of Muslims, Ahrar included who did 
not take kindly to the Kashmir agitation for real power being led or conducted in 
Punjab by the Ahmadis. One reason wasthat it provided the latter with an opportunity 
to reach the general mass of Muslims on a question that stirred their hearts and this 
enabled them to establish their bonafides. There were also elements who thought that 
the Ahmadis thereby wanted to make inroad in the Valley and then use it as a base 
to spread their influence in northern India. The Ahrars also seem to have thought that 
the Ahmadis, being wedded, as a matter of fundamental policy to loyalty to the British 
Crown, could not revolutionize the situation or go beyond certain limits which 
according to their light, did not furnish the requisite answer to the dictates of the 
situation. They also seem to have believed that it afforded them (Ahmadis) an 
opportunity of mass contacts as well as of winning the respect of the Muslim masses. 
Therefore, they decided not to associate themselves with the AIKC but, nevertheless, 
make their contribution, independently... They, therefore, decided to storm the State 
with what may be called a civil invasion by sending in a mass of volunteers and thus 
involve not only the British Government but exhaust the resources of the State. 
Consequently towards the middle of September some volunteers started entering into 
State from different directions, but the movement could not gain momentum. Abdul- 
lah was released on 4 October and the way cleared for presentation of a memoran- 
dum."^ 

Forced by these emerging developments, the Ahrars thought to suspend 
their movement for the time being, On the instance of Kaul, negotiations began 
between them and the Kashmir Government. The Ahrar leader Mazhar Ali agreed to 
suspend his Jatha bandi on the undertaking that he would henceforth be employed by 
the Darbar as its sole medium of communication with the Punjab Muslims. 1 2 3 4 The 
Darbar later denied that any such understanding had reached . The Ahrar leader 
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realized ihc duplicity of the Darbar and on 30 October led the first of a new hatch of 
Jathas across the Kashmir frontier with Sialkot as the base camp. 

The Ahrar, despite the condemnation of the Congress members and of 
Mahatama Gandhi himself from London, appointed Mazhar Ali as dictator of 
Kashmir Programme 1 to continue the movement. The Maharaja realized that it was 
difficult to stop the Ahrar movement. He invoked the infamous Treaty of Amritsar 
(1846) and appealed to the Governor General for British troops in consultation with 
the Resident who already anticipated a wide spread rebellion. The Punjab Govern- 
ment was asked to stop the entry of volunteers into Kashmir. 2 3 

It was difficult to check this mass movement as the slogan of ‘Kashmir chain’ 
had stirred the imagination of suppressed people. Thousands of Muslims were arrested 
at the borders of SiaLkot, Mirpur, Azad Pattan and Kohala. No less than 2376 were 
succeeded to cross the border by the beginning of November, contrary to the British 
anticipations. Over 40 thousand Ahrar volunteers were jailed and 22 laid down their 
lives. It was a massive movement and was widely hailed. 4 5 

Glancy Commission: The British Government professed a policy of non-interference 
in the internal affairs of the states. Sir Charles Watson, the Political Secretary of India 
told A.R.Dard in an interview that the Maharaja could be trusted todo the right things 
for the Muslim subjects; Laissez-faire was not only traditional but expedient. With the 
RTC in London, the Raj could not afford to alienate its well-to-do Muslim clients in 
the Punjab whose support was vital to the success of negotiations yet neither could 
they afford to neglect the interests of one of their major princely allies whose attitude 
could affect the future of the embryonic federal scheme. Caught between the two 
stools, the British procrastinated in the hope that the crisis would dissolve of its own 
accord. 

By September, the failure of this policy was obvious to all. The position of 
the Muslims had not improved and disorderwas growing, giving rise to fears that the 
safety of the Punjab canal system and the lives of the European holidaying in the 
‘happy Valley’ might be at risk 6 7 

Declaration: On 25 September, following a Summit Conference at Viceregal Lodge 
Sir Charles Watson called on the Maharaja to get rid of Dya Kishan Kaul and to accept 
the services of Sir J.B.Glancy to head an inquiry into grievances of Kashmir Muslim. 
The participants included the Viceroy, the Governor of the Punjab, the C-in-C, Sir 
James Crerar, Sir Henry Craik, Lt. Gen. Sir Keith Wigran, Sir Watson and W.H.Emer- 

7 

son. 
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Mirza Mahmud claims that the declaration made by the Kashmir Govern- 
ment to look into Kashmir Muslim grievances was the result of his efforts and the 
A1KC. Hari Kishan Kaul prepared the declaration and sent its copy to Latimer, the 
Resident who desired to discuss it with A.R.Dard on (12 November, 1931) in the 
presence of J.B.Glancy. Dard agreed to it and promised not to oppose the declaration 
in the public meeting going to be held next day. 1 

The Ahrar movement eroded the position of the AIKC and even the Viceroy 
expressed his scepticism about it to Mirza Mahmud. Subsequently he, in a reply to a 
letter from Mirza Mahmud, stated on 13 November, 1931 that ‘he regretted very much 
to learn that you were dissatisfied with his previous reply and felt that the efforts made 
by you and your community in the interest of peace in Kashmir had received scanty 
appreciation or little attention from the Government of India. ‘His Excellency is sure 
that this is due to some misunderstanding for it has certainly never been his intention 
to belittle in any way the loyal assistance which your community is always ready to 
render to the Government.’ 2 Expressing his inability to interfere in internal affairs of 
an Indian state, he felt assured that he could rely upon him and the other members 
of AIKC to use their best efforts to produce the peaceful atmosphere which would go 
far to assist an early and satisfactory solution.’* 

Ahrar slated : Qadianis took every possible step to defame the Ahrar leaders. They 
were obviously embarrassed by the massive movement which had shaken the Maharaja 
Government. Mirza Mahmud responded by starting a propaganda campaign against 
Kashmir Government when it invited the Ahrar leaders to talks and sought interviews 
with the high Government officials in India. A.R.Dard visited Political Secretary to 
the Government of India and called for the dismissal of Kaul. Qadianis spoke with 
greater confidence in those days as the lop most link between them and the. Govern- 
ment i.e. Sir Zafarullah had been writing to Mirza Mahmud on several occasions 
during his stay in London for RTC. He conveyed the British policy to him and gave 
his suggestions for taking further necessary step from the platform of AIKC. In 
December, he hurriedly left for India to chair the Delhi session of the Muslim League. 
There he also spoke on Kashmir issue in the closed door session of the League as 
Muslims did not allow to hold an open session. He stressed the need for cooperation 
to arrive at some solution. 4 

Mufti’s Mission : The Majlis-i-Ahrar requested Mufti Kifatullah, president Jamiat-i- 
ulema-i-Hind in late November, 1931 to help in arriving at a compromise solution with 
the Maheraja on behalf of the Ahrar. Mufti Kifatullah and Maulana Ahmad Saeed 
called on the Maharaja on 2 December, 1931. They proposed to consult the jailed 
Ahrar leaders to come to an agreed stand. Through the efforts of Sir FazI-i-Hussain, 
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the Ahrar leaders were brought to Borstal Jail Lahore and held long discussions with 
Mufti Kifatuilah. They stressed the need of a representative Government for Kashmir 
and the necessity of making further negotiations with a responsible representative of 
the Kashmir Darbar in order to assure just treatment for Kashmir Muslim. 1 The Ahrar 
representatives hotly pursed the matter with Kaul but he sidetracked the real issue 
and requested Mufti Kifatuilah to make contacts with Sir Sikandar Hayat and Sir 
Henry’ Craig in order to convene the meeting of the Working Committee of the Ahrar 
leaders then jailed in the Punjab. A meeting with Sir Sikandar Hayat, then Revenue 
Member of the Punjab Government was convened at his residence on 5 January, 1032. 
It was attended, among others, by Mirza Mahmud, Chaudhry Afzal Haq, Nawab 
Muzaffar Ali Qizalbash and Malik Barkat Ali as representative of the Muslim League. 
Sir Sikandar conveyed tin behalf of the Government of India, the announcement made 
by the Kashmir Government at the instance of the former about the appointment of 
the Glancy Commission; while the Ahrars rejected the announcement on the spot, 
others sought to consider its implications. Sikandar spoke in his personal and not 
official capacity. The Punjab Government then arranged to convene a second meeting 
of the Ahrar Working Committee at Borstal Jail, Lahore on 6 January, 1932. The 
Working Committee was unwilling to discuss the problem unless the other basic issues 
were settled. 

Maulana Abuzar, the son of Syed Attaullah Shah Bokhari states that the 
back door maneouverings of Sir Fazl-i-Hussain. Qadianis and other loyalists inten- 
sified as they saw a bright political future for the Ahrar in making fruitful negotiations 
with the Kashmir Darbar. They conspired to bring the talks to an abrupt end. 2 
Accommodating Dewan: There also started a movement by the Muslims in Jammu 
and Poonch and other parts of Kashmir against the Dogra rule. It continued despite 
strict measures and enforcement of an additional forec of brigade strength to Kashmir. 
‘To save the Maharaja from unfateful end, the Chancellor of the Chamber of Princes, 
the Nawab of Bhopal sent the Director of Chamber’s Special Organization, Kilash 
Haskar to Srinagar towork out a face saving compromise. He persuaded theMaharaja 
to sack Kaul and to appoint in his stead a ‘friendly’ Englishman and former Dewan of 
Rewa, Col Colvin. Having sold the plan to the Maharaja, Haskar hastened back to 
Delhi and in the company of Bhopal put the same proposal to the Viceroy, Lord 
Willingdon, again with complete success.’ 3 

Haskar writing to Sir Tej Bahadur Sapru discloses : 

‘The result of our interview, which lasted for one and a half hours, was that 
we got the Viceroy at least tentatively to agree to all our proposals. He definitely 
promised that he would not hold a pistol to the Maharaja’s head, and that he will 
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entirely leave the initiative to the Maharaja, so long as he was assured by me that the 
needful was done.’ 1 

Approved in the Political Department, the Haskar-Willingdon pact was 
coldly received in Lahore who doubted whether political officers steeped in the 
Butlerian mystique of the "two Indias", 2 the one British and Progressive the other 
oriental and unchanging were the best sort of people to entrust with the reformation 
of Kashmir. 3 As it turned out, the local Government’s misgivings were well justified. 
Colvin proved to be an accommodating Dewan quickly dismissing any suggestion of 
whole sale change, 4 and adopting a hard line towards the Muslim elite 5 Latimer, 
moreover shared his view that nothing was "to be gained by precipitate action, so it 
was left to kind of the British triumvirate, Glancy, to make out a case for reform. Yet 
Clancy’s Report, when it finally appeared in March, 1932, satisfied nobody." 6 

On 22 March, 1932 EJD Colvin was appointed Prime Minister of Kashmir. 
After a fortnight, on 4 April, 1932 a I2rman deputation of AIKC led by Zafarutlah met 
the Viceroy in New Delhi to press for immediate implementation of Glancy Commis- 
sion Report, increased representation for Muslims on the Glancy Committee on 
constitutional reforms, release of political prisoners, and immediate stoppage of the 
migration of State Muslims to Punjab. The Viceroy advised the deputation to take up 
these matters with the Kashmir Government. Another deputation of the AIKC met 
Col Colvin at Jammu on 23 April, 1932 and presented almost similar demands to him. 7 
Qadianis Ousted: In May, 1933 eleven Muslim members of Kashmir Committee 
wrote a letter to Mirza Mahmud requesting him to hold a special session of the 
Committee to prepare a constitution for the Committee and to elect a non Ahmadi 
President. 8 The Qadianis got alarmed at these developments. Mirza Muhammad 
Ahmad foresaw that he could no more use the AIKC platform for hispolitical motives. 
To win cheap popularity, he asked the Qadiani agents to start a low key agitation in 
Kashmir. to protest against the imprisonment of Sheikh Abdullah. On the other hand, 
they maneouvered to bring Mir Waiz Maulana Yusuf Shah and Mir Waiz Hamdan 
group into an open conflict with each other in Srinagar. Although the conflict 
dissipated by the end of June 1932, the arrival in Srinagar of two Qadiajtis: Zainul 
Abdin, the notorious Lawrence of Qadian and Sh. Bashir Ahmad, an advocate from 
Lahore (both were related to Mirza Mahmud) caused the British Resident in Kashmir 
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to fed that their presence in the State would reawaken the local tension. 1 They were 
sent by Mir/a Mahmud to Kashmir. Waliullah had to call on Col Colvin and Sh. Bashir 
Ahmad was interested to fight the cases of Kashmiris. 2 Both Qadianis were, therefore, 
deported from the state. At the same time Col Colvin met with another Punjab 
deputation which asked that Sir Muhammad Iqbal be allowed to enter Kashmir to 
join a concilliation board. Colvin, adamant against any Punjabi intervention, would 
only promise that, if there were no agitation for six weeks, he would free Abdullah 
but under no circumstances could Iqbal visit Kashmir 3 

Government reports dated 1st July, 1933 indicated that Iqbal and Malik 
Barkat Ali planned a Srinagar trip to ‘stir up agitation.’ The rumours about Dr Iqbal 
also suggested that some militant Kashmir Musliniswho supported him were planning 
to publish a tract in answer to three recently disseminated in Kashmir by Ahmadis. It 
was reported further that Mufti Kifatullah would contribute money and men to the 
Kashmir cause if all Qadianis were dismissed from the Kashmir Committee. A private 
meeting held in Srinagar was attended among other by Maulana Zal'ar Ali Khan and 
Daud Ghaznavi to press the need of a Committee free of Qadianis. Dr Iqbal was 
invited to lead the organization 4 5 6 

In the second week of July, a poster which appeared in Kashmir under the 
signatures of Dr Iqbal, Barkat Ali and Mohsin Shah caused a stir in the Valley. The 
Punjab Government, on advice from Resident in Kashmir advised Dr Iqbal ‘to keep 
his hands off Kashmir. 1 ' Dr Iqbal maintained that civil disobedience and even a hijrat 
from Kashmir were contemplated by Muslims who could no longer tolerate the 
situation and that the AIKC only wanted to see ‘normal conditions’ in the State, and 
that he could not speak for the future actions of the Committ.ec (not actually in 
existence at the moment). In conclusion, Dr Iqbal urged official pressure on the 
Maharaja to remedy the grievous conditions of the Kashmir Muslims community. 
New AIKC: Dr Iqbal became the new President of AIKC. The selfish Mirza lost all 
love and sympathies for Kashmir Muslims. He withdrew all aid and directed Ahmadi 
workers and lawyers to extend no cooperation to the new President. Qadiani elements 
also started a malicious campaign against Allama Iqbal and the Kashmir Committee. 

In a statement issued on 7 June 1933, Dr Iqbal observed: 

"Recently several Muslims from Jammu and Kashmir have brought to me 
and other Muslims in Lahore various reports about Kashmir affairs. It was, however, 
easy to see that their object was to poison the minds of British Indian Muslims against 
the Muslims of Kashmir. 1 can not say why these people have undertaken this curious 
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mission. I, however, consider it my duty to warn, whosoever may be at the back of this 
move, that members of the Kashmir Committee are not fools and will not fall into the 
traps which are perhaps being laid for them." 1 

On 20 June, 1933 the Allama resigned from the Presidentship of the Kashmir 
Committee. He observed that his presidentship was a temporary arrangement as the 
Committee itself was formed to meet a situation which had arisen in Kashmir. He 
deplored that Qadiani members of the Committee recognized no loyalty except to 
their head. i.e. Mirza Mahmud. 2 He referred to Sir Zafarullah’s statement that he did 
not recognize any committee and whatever he or his colleagues had done was 
performed in obedience to the demand of their religious leaders. 

Sir Fazle Hussain, in his letter to Sir Zafarullah on 26 June, 1933 writes on 
Kashmir Committee : 

"I am afraid there has been some intrigue about the Kashmir Committee 
here. Mirza Sahib resigned and Iqbal became President. Now Iqbal has 
resigned and given a statement to the press ascribing his resignation to the 
disruptive influences of Mirza Sahib's followers in the Committee. He and 
some others are carrying on a propaganda against different people for 
different reasons. I have always desired this question of sectarianism being 
kept very much in the background, but for personal reason some Muslim 
leaders feel that by bringing in this element they might be improving their 
position in the political world. Nothing should be done on the other side to 
raise the controversy because the mere fact of the controversy having been 
raised, it does all the damage that one would like to avoid. Is it possible for 
you to mention this to Mirza Sahib ?." 3 

A new AIKC was established on 2 July, 1933 at Lahore. Dr Iqbal was elected 
provincial President and Malik Barkat Ali as Secretary and Maulana Zafar <^li Khan 
as one of the eight Vice Presidents, with a Working Committee of 35 members. At 
the end of the meeting the Committee passed a resolution for the restoration of 
legitimate rule for the Muslim majority in Kashmir. Some pro-Qadiani elements 
proposed to sabotage the newly bom Committee and tried to reinstate Qadiani Khalifa 
Mirza Mahmud as President but their attempt miserably failed. 

Ian Copland while discussing the quick crumbling of the Kashmir movement 
emphasizes : 

'To the extent that the movement was inspired and supported by external 
forces, it was materially weakened from 1933 on by the withdrawal of the Ahrars and 
the demise of the AIKC. The departure of the Ahrars was brought, ahdut by a 
combination of British repression (as by 1934 most of the senior Ahrar leader were in 
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Jail) and financial stringency, but the AIKC’s troubles were a product of factional 
fighting. In July 1933, an alliance of orthodox Muslims led by Sir Muhammad Iqbal 
and Malik Barkat Ali with the promise of monetary aid from the Jamiat-ul-ulema i Hind 
formed a new Kashmir Committee representative of all shades of Muslim opinion, 1 a 
move holly opposed by the Ahmadyas. However, when it came to a show of strength 
it was Dr Iqbal who produced the members. 2 Mahmud Ahmad held a meeting at the 
Cecil Hotel, Lahore in opposition to the 'official’ meeting chaired by Dr Iqbal. But 
attendance was poor. The daily HemUi Lahore, 19 July, 1933 gave a list of delegates. 
Mahmud Ahmad was forced to retire, humiliated from the scene. Meanwhile the 
adverse publicity which accompanied the split caused Mahmud Ahmad to think again 
about the potential benefits of his association with the movement, and, after consult- 
ation with Abdullah, the Khalifa issued a statement promising that the Ahmadis will 
not do any propaganda for Ahmadyat among the Muslims (of Kashmir) for two years, 
nor will they hold any religious discussions with other Muslims adding that he had 
already declined an invitation to head a reconstituted AIKC. 3 In verms of the 
organization’s image, Mirza’s retirement probably did the Jammu and Kashmir 
Muslim Conference some good by helping to quieten speculation about Abdullah’s 
religious leanings-but in financial terms, the loss of his patronage was sorely felt." 4 

The activities of the new AIKC led by Dr Iqbal were closely watched by the 
Government. ‘Through out the summer, their reluctance to prosecute Iqbal or his 
supporters prevented decisive intervention. Fortunately for the British, the Committee 
seemed unable to get off the ground. Members never tested the Kashmir Government 
ban on the organization by trying to cross the border.’ 5 

No Committees Dis-satisfied with the Glancy Commission Report, Abdullah, after 
his release planned to start agitation in July, 1932. His strategy was to unify the Muslim 
movement and to consolidate his hold over the Kashmir people. He went to Lahore 
to bury the hatchet with the Ahrars, 6 but had a little success. In November, he launched 
a new political party, the Jammu and Kashmir Muslim Conference with himself as 
president while there was a great need for unity, the Muslims of Kashmir, unfortunate- 
ly divided into two factions in Srinagar Mir Waiz Maulana Yousaf Shah group was 
called loyalists and the Abdullah-Hamdani group were termed Qadiani agents. 

Spencer says that Kashmir Administration also pressed the Punjab Govern- 
ment to suppress the Punjab based Committees. Col Colvin reacted to a series of 
grievance resolutions passed by the Committee on 31 July, 1933 by asking ‘Delhi’ to 
give the Committee a ‘hint’ that in any future agitation, the Government of India 
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would stand behind the Kashmir State Government. Besides, Colvin affirmed there 
would be no point to more agitation as progress was being made on the Glancy Report 
recommendations. Although others in the Government at Delhi felt that theMaharaja 
was implementing reforms too slowly. Col Bailey, now the Resident in Kashmir, 
supported Colvin in asking ‘Delhi to suppress such Punjabi Muslim groups as the 
Kashmir Committee.’ 1 

Partition Plan: It will be of interest to give some details of a partition plan of Jammu 
and Kashmir which took shape in 1933. In accordance with the British Plan, Maharaja 
Hari Sing was expected to part with the Valley and Gilgit which were to be placed 
under Sir Agha Khan as ruler. In return, the Maharaja was to be given the district of 
Kangra in the Punjab. 2 The scheme was discussed in the Joint Select Committee of 
the Round Table Conference in 1933. Sir Samuel Hoare, Secretary of the State for 
India welcomed the scheme and wrote to the Governor General of India. The 
Maharaja resisted the partition scheme. Political developments of the year 1933 in 
Kashmir particularly an imminent rapproachment beiween the British and the Kash- 
mir Government resulted in the suspension of the Plan. 

Qadiani Apology: The deportation of Zain-ul-Abedin and Bashir Ahmad from Kash- 
mir shortly after their arrival on 28 June certainly shocked the Ahmadiya community. 
Sir Bertrand Glancy became the focus of much Ahmadi discontent after unsuccessful 
attempts to change his orientation toward the organization. A representative of the 
Khalifa, Maulavi Farzand Ali, argued to Glancy that the arguments given for the 
expulsion were inconsistent with an earlier letter Zain-ul-Abedin had received praising 
him for his moderate position. Glancy responded by noting that the expulsion did not 
impugn his character. The Kashmir Government simply saw no need for Zain-ul-Abedin 
to be there. In a. rather patronizing manner, Glancy informed Farzand AH that he 
feared Zain-ul-Abedin had overstepped the directions which the Mirza had given him 
and ‘failed to adhere to the policy of peace with which one liked to associate the 

Qadiani movement 13 Glancy refused to help get an Ahmadi into Kashmir and 

followed the line which the Punjab Government already had taken with the Ahmadis. 
The organization should keep out of Kashmir where a ‘potential conflagration’ might 
occur. 1716 Darbar was doing its best, he insisted, ‘to carry out reforms and in the 
interests of the people no kind of encouragements should be given to any disturban- 
ces.’ 4 In his report Glancy noted that Farzand Ali had declared Sheikh Abdullah to 
be unstable, an indication of growing Ahmadi resentment against ‘Abdullah for his 
attempt to gain support from any group. Glancy also reported that Molawi Farzand 
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promised to tell the Mirza about conversation. ‘I hope that he will retain an accurate 
memory of our conversation’, he concluded sarcastically. 1 

On 21 July, 1933 Farzand Ah' and Zain-ul-Abedin revisited Glancy. The 
meeting was uncomfortable for all three men, with Glancy commenting in his report 
that he was unfavourably impressed with Zain-ul-Abcdtn. He also believed Farzand 
Ali regretted he had brought Zain-ul-Abedin. A letter from Zain-ui-Abedin to Glancy 
before the Ahmadi departed from Simla made the situation worse. He again justified 
his right to be in Kashmir and claimed that Mir Waiz Muhammad Yusuf of the Azad 
group wanted every Ahmadi out of Kashmir if he could arrange it. Supporting 
‘Abdullah, Zain-ul-Abedin claimed that he was in jail while Muhammad Yusuf and 
his party had really caused difficulties in the State.’ A letter from Farzand Ali soon 
followed apologizing for the remarks made by Zain-ul-Abedin, 

Another Ahmadi, Soofee Abdul Qadir, stopped off to see Glancy in Sinn- 
on August 4. Abdul Qadir came on the pretext of apologizing for his role during ‘193 1 
pro-cow slaughter agitation in Kashmir.’ Since the Mirza did not favour this kind of 
agitation, Qadir felt he must explain his involvement. At the same time, he also 
informed Glancy that the Kashmir Committee (probably the Ahmadis) felt ‘Abdullah 
unreliable.’ 2 The only good feature about ‘Abdullah supposedlywas his voice, a remark 
alluding to his speech-making ability.’ 3 

The largest problem facing both the Kashmir and Punjab Governments with 
respect to the Ahmadiya during the remainder of 1933 and 19.34 was the dissemination 
of several immoderate Ahmadi tracts. Written by Mirza Mahmud himself, they 
principally justified Ahmadi involvement in Kashmir. The most controversial was 
Haqiqat-i-Hal (Written in early 1934) in which the Mirza indicated continued support 
for ‘Abdullah.’ 4 

Mirza Mahmud moved in several directions. First, he sent A.R.Dard to 
England to publicize the issue in the press and in Parliament. He also provided funds 
for legal assistance to Muslims in Mirpur, attempted to get prisoners released and 
tried to get a cancellation of the recent externment.of Mir Waiz Hamdani. Zain 
ul Abedin, ZafarUllah Khan and others were despatched for high level talks with the 
Government. Although advising Kashmir Muslims against civil disobedience, the 
Mirza’s practical suggestions were vague. His only specific points consisted of decia 
rations against the Azad Party of Y usuf Shah and an admonition to Muslims to oppose 
the Azad Party staunchly in the 1934 legislative elections because they were ‘in league’ 
with the Government of Kashmir. Mirza concluded his tract with an appeal for Muslim 
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unity, law and order, and a programme to bring oppressive officers of Kashmir to 
justice. 1 

Through out all these events, the Ahmadya attempted to keep a missionary 
foothold in Kashmir despite the disclaimers of Mahmud Ahmad. An Urdu paper of 
Srinagar, Islam, in a series of articles exposed Qadianism and their political designs 
as the British agents. On 16 July, 1934 Zainul-Abedin met with R.E.L Wingate, 
Political Secretary of the Government of India and drew his attention to those articles 2 
and to the expulsion of Mubarak Ahmad Qadiani in Kashmir. He told him that Mir 
Waiz Yousaf and Azad party had turned both the Government and the Muslims of 
Kashmir against Ahmadis. He urged Wingate to inform Darbar that Ahmadis were 
‘peaceful and loyal.’ While not promising any action, Wingate noted in his report that 
Col Lang, the new Resident in Kashmir, and Col Colvin should, in fact, be informed 
of this information. 3 

An overview: A close look at the events of 1931*34 reveals that Qadianis, the loyal 
agents of British Imperialism, started a movement ostensibly for the Kashmir Muslim 
was actually meant to set up a power base in Kashmir through 85 actively functioning 
Ahmadya Missions. The AIKC was the brain child of Sir Fazl-i-Hussain and a tool in 
the hand of Mirza Mahmud to get political muscle, pave way for an entry into the body 
politic of India and to serve the Imperialist interests. On the other hand, the British 
wanted to promote Qadianism in Kashmir to check the activities of infiltrators from 
Russia. When the movement subsided, the Government of India paid a sum of 
Rs. 161,260 to the Punjab Government, as expenditure for the maintainance of law 
and order. The Maharaja looked to the British for favour and by 1935 when Russia 
grabbed Sinkiang, the British took direct control of Gilgit and Kashmir territories 
adjacent to Russian border on 60year lease from the Maharaja of Kashmir? The plan 
to partition Kashmir was also in the mind of the Britishers which was subsequently 
dropped. The Ahrar movement exposed Qadiani designs and frustrated their plans 
politically. Their movement contributed a great deal to the political awakening in the 
state. 5 

'The deathknell", says Prof Lavan, "on Ahmadi activities, came a few days 
later. E.C.Garbett of the Punjab Government informed Wingate that legal action 
could not be taken against the Mirza Mahmud’s tracts, but he also suggested strongly 
that the Government give no future interview to Ahmadis as they were using these 
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occasions as propaganda. Garbett’s critical but perseptive remark soon became a 
policy of both the Punjab and Delhi Government and helped explain the ambiguous 
role the Government took towards the Ahmadis in their direct confrontations wi^h 
the Ahrars in the Punjab during late 1934-36... The Ahmadya while claiming to be in 
Kashmir for religious reasons and intensely loyal to Government, in fact were acting 
in a most political manner which ran counter to British support of the Darbar in 
Kashmir." 1 

Prof Copland makes the following appraisal of the Kashmir movement. ‘The 
Ahmadya gained some new converts but scarcely in the numbers that Mirza Mahmud 
had anticipated when he launched the Kashmir operation nor sufficient, it would seem, 
to recompense the Qadiani leadership for the adverse publicity generated by their 
association with Abdullah and Hamadani. Moreover, the Ahmadyas’ role in Kashmir 
cost them much official sympathy, exemplified by the Punjab Government’s prosecu- 
tion of the Secretary of the Pathankot branch in January, 1934 for publishing an 
inflammatory tract and its refusal, later in the year, to intervene to prevent the Ahrars 
holding aTabligh Conference within a shouting distance of the Ahmadya headquarters 
at Qadian. 

The Ahrars, too, failed to profit as expected from their Kashmir investment. 
For all their flag waving or, perhaps, because of it they made no permanent impact on 
the conservative Punjabi Islamic leaders on whom they were counting for electoral 
support. Indeed, whatever short term popularity the Ahrars did acquire as a result of 
their efforts in Kashmir was soon dissipated when the sea refused to take part in the 
Shahidganj Mosque dispute of i936 a stance ironically diaated by lessons learned in 
the earlier agitation.* 2 
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AHRAR CONFERENCE 


Mirza Mahmud wielded absolute power in Qadian. It was his own estate. 
No one could dare to challenge his authority. Extreme excesses were perpetrated on 
innocent Qadianis if they dared to criticise the private life of the Khalifa. Qadian had 
all the characteristics of a Government being run parallel to the British Government. 
People called it a state within a state. 

The organization of Qadian Jamat smacked all elements of a Government. 
To carry out the work of the movement there was one lifeless Anjuman (Sadar 
Anjuman Ahmadya) under an autocratic head called Khalifa. The Anjuman looked 
after all the executive, educational and other affairs of the community, including 
looking after the comforts of guests who came to Qadian and maintaining schools for 
secular and religious instructions of the community. 

AH the work connected with the management of the movement was carried 
out by a number of Secretaries under the direction of the head of the community. The 
main super structure of the establishment is stated below: 

i) There was a Chief Secretary who presided over Cabinet meetings 
and supervised the work of different Secretaries. 

ii) Secretary for Missionary work was in charge of all missionary 
activities of the movement and supervised the work of different 
missions established in various part of India and other countries. 
He was also the Director of the Ahmadya Press and the Publishing 
Department. 

iii) Secretary for Education dealt with affairs of education. 

iv) Home Secretary had the charge of social, economic, judicial and 
other miscellaneous works. 

v) Foreign Secretary had the charge of. work connected with the 
relation of the community with the Government and other com- 
mu nities. 

vi) Secretary for Literary Department was responsible to produce 
suitable literature and organize a Central Ahmadya Library and 
carry on research work. 

vii) Secretary Commerce was incharge of Industrial and Commerce 
Bepartments. 

viii) Finance Secretary managed financial affairs of the Community. 

Besides there was a Private Secretary to the Khalifa, an Accountant and an 

Auditor of Accounts . 1 

1 . The Way To Peace And Happinees, Anjuman Ahmadya Hyderabad (Deccan) P.283 ' , 
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The sources of finance for the establishment included (i) general contribu- 
tion of about 1/16 of total income of every earning member, (ii) special contribution 
of 1/10 of overall income to get a burial place in the Cemetery of Paradise, (iii) Zakat 
contributions (iv) Fitrana, Eid Fund, Marriage Fund, alms for orphans and poor, 
expansion of place of worship funds and various other contributions. 1 Every penny 
was under the control of Mirza Mahmud. He also acquired money from unknown 
sources and kept it in the banks in India and abroad in his own name or in the name 
of his family members. 

As stated earlier, the Qadianis had became increasingly involved in political 
issues of thirties viz, Kashmir, Muslim League, Round Table Conferences, Simon 
Report etc. Sir Zafarullah became the member of the Viceroy’s Executive Council 
through the efforts of Sir Fazl-i-Hussain, 2 despite strong protest campaign launched 
by the Ahrar and the Zamindar, Lahore, a very popular Muslim daily of the Punjab. 3 
The political influence of the reactionary groups flourished under the patronage of 
the British Imperialism in the Punjah. The credit goes to the Ahrar in launching a 
bitter campaign against the toadies and pro-British elements. Since Fazl-i-Hussain 
patronized and sympathized with the Qadianis, the Ahrar leaders started an indirect 
campaign against him and his Unionist Party by making Qadianis their target of 
attack 4 The Ahrar firmly helieved that Qadianis had been openly collaborating with 
the British Imperialism and clandestinely worked as Fifth Columnists among Mus- 
lims. It was an open secret backed by hundreds of statements and writings of Qadiani 
elders. Its very recent example was the address of welcome 22-man delegation 
presented to Lord Willingdon’at Delhi when he came to India as Viceroy. Qadianis 
pledged that no pbwer on earth could move them from the path of unflinching loyalty 
towards the British Government despite all odds, opposition and misconceptions 
created by hostile elements 6 The Viceroy expressed his profound satisfaction over it 
and highly appreciated the Ahmadya policy of cooperation with the Government. He 
promised to convey the feelings of Qadiani delegations to the King Emperor and 
hoped that they would continue to be loyal to the Government. 7 

Sir Zafarullah sent a letter to Sir Fazl-i-Hussain from London on 24 
September, 1934 concerning strong Muslim protest on his appointment as Member 
of the Viceroy’s Executive Council. Sir Fazl-i-Hussain states: 

"Well, you will soon he here and know all about this agitation. It is based 
on, what you call, the score of religious doctrine, hut the moving spirit is that 
this unity of doctrine with other Ahmadis makes one partial to them and 
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help them against non-Ahmadi Muslims. They actually stated to, firstly, that 
a number of such men were appointed in 1932, though temporarily; secondly, 
that the position is abused by Ahmadi preachers in doing propaganda 
amongst Muslims of converting Muslims to the Ahmadi creed on account 
of this position; thirdly, that it gives a general prestige to a sea which one 
should try to suppress rather than encourage: for instance, your visit to 
Qadian in 1932."* 

O’ Brein’s Theory : The Ahmadya Establishment in Qadian led certain British offi- 
cials to believe that Ahmadis could establish a state in Qadian after acquiring sufficient 
strength in collaboration with the British. A former Commissioner of the Punjab, Mr. 
Obrein discussed openly the Ahmadya political designs of setting up a state of their 
own, when they found it opportune. 2 Mirza Mahmud disclosed that Sir W.M. Hailey, 
the Governor of the Punjab (1924-28) received certain secret reports regarding the 
establishment of an Ahmadya state and he himself had to visit Gurdaspur twice or 
thrice for further investigations. 3 In 1932, every British official right from Governor 
of the Punjab up to the Viceroy of India believed in Obrein’s theory. 4 The Qadian 
baby turned out to be juvenile and recalcitrant. 

As a first attack on Qadiani hierarchy the Ahrar sent their two workers to 
Qadian on 6 October, 1933. They were maltreated and attacked by Qadiani goondas. 
The Ahrar protested against it and appointed Maulana Inayat Ullah Chishti as a 
whole-time missionary in Qadian. 5 In early 1934, an office of the Majlis-e-Ahrar was 
set up in Qadian. The Qadian press continued to attack the Ahrar leaders while the 
Punjab Government put certain restrictions on the Muslim dailies viz iheAhsan and 
Zamindar Lahore for publishing anti-Ahmadya material. 

The Ahrar, in the first instance, derided to hold a Conference at a place in 
the close vicinity of Qadian on 2i-23rd Oaober, 1934 and sought permission from one 
Ishar Singh, a resident of Qadian to hold it on his land. 6 The Qadianis resorted to 
goondaism and prevented them from holding the conference by building a wall in the 
village round the site. Unable to find another site, Ahrar arranged for the Conference 
on the DA V High School premises in Rajada, a village one mile from Qadian. Contrary 
to Qadian expeaation, the Government granted permission to the Ahrar to hold the 
Conference, lest the Ahrar claimed undue interference with their religious rights. The 
Government did try without success to convince the Ahrar to abandon the confron- 
tation. ms an alternative, the Government took firm steps to maintain peace at Qadian. 


adverse circumstances. 


Inayat Ullah Chishti was the first Ahrar worker who boldly and fearlessly run me mission under very 
‘"■jmstances. He was assisted for sometime by Master Tajuddln Ansarl. Subsequently Maulana 
Hay*t, (Khoda) joined them. Maulana Chlshfi has aptly described the events which led to the 1 
ment of the Ahrar Mission in Qadian and the way he upheld the cause of Khatam-t-Nabuwat against 
is odds. (See Maulana Inayat Ullah Chishti, MushahldaM-Qadian, Makhtaba Muawya, Multan, ft 986) 
Y.B.Mathur, op. cit. P.1 09 and Government of India Home Department, D.7245/34 Poll Letter from C.C. Garbett 
:c M.G.Haillit, Secretary to the Government of India, Delhi marked secret 1st November, 1934, P.1 
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The Punjab bureaucracy insisted that the Conference might not be held in lands 
immediately adjacent to the town, that no procession be allowed through Qadian, that 
the Ahmadis be permitted no counter demonstrations, and that both parties be fully 
aware of constant security. 1 2 The Ahrar were on the offensive, the Qadian on the 
defensive and the Government of the Punjab in the middle. It proved very discom- 
forting to the Khalifa and his supporters at Qadian, especially because of the militant, 
anti-British stance of the Ahrars? 

On the directive of Mirza Mahmud, Mima Sharif Ahmad, Secretary Special 
Department, Qadian sent letters to branches of the movement requiring despatch to 
Qadian of a specified number (over 2500) of armed volunteers to intimidate and bully 
the Ahrar workers in the name of security of Qadian. 3 Although Mirza Miraj Din, 
Superintendent CID persuaded Mirza Mahmud and Sharif Ahmad, the Secretary to 
recall the letter, but they simply ignored it. Qadiani volunteers continued to pour into 
Qadian from Gurdaspur and all over India to save the birth place of their Nabi from 
the Ahrar onslaught. Under the circumstances, the Punjab Government was con- 
strained to issue a notice to Mirza Mahmud under the Criminal Law Amendment Act 
(1932) calling upon him to stop the inflow of armed volunteers into Qadian during 
the period of the Ahrar Conference, to provide no accommodation or food for any 
member of the movement who might arrive at Qadian during that period, and to take 
certain other specified measures which were designated to obviate the risk of any 
conflict between the Ahrar and the unruly Qadianis. 

The following is the text of the order. 4 

Order Under Section 3(l)(d) of the Punjab Criminal Law (Amendment) Act 

1932. 

‘Whereas the Punjab Government is satisfied that there are reasonable 
grounds for believing that you Mirea Bashiruddin Mahmud Ahmad of Qadian in the 
District of Gurdaspur have been sumnoning persons to Qadian to be present at the 
Conference convened by the Shoba Tabiigh Majlis-e-Ahrar-i-Islam at or near Qadian 
to be held on or about the 21st to 23rd of October, 1934 inclusive and whereas your 
action in so doing is prejudicial to the public peace or safety, the Punjab Government 
now directs you under section 3(1 )(d) of the Punjab Criminal Law (Amendment) Act, 
1932: 

1) To cancel and revoke any summons sent by you or under your 
authority to any person to attend at Qadian on the dates 
aforesaid. 


1. Malhur, op, C«, p.lOC 

2. Lavan op. cH. P.164 

3. Government of India Home Department Secret Latter op,. cU. P.2 (quoted by Lavar, op. ctt., P.183) 

4. Tarikh-e-Ahmadya Vol VII P.491 
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2) To abstain until after 19th to 24th of October, 1934 from sum- 
moning any person or persons to Oadian. 

3) To abstain until after the 24th of October, 1934 from promoting 
or convening any meeting in Qadian. 

4) To abstain until after the 24th of October, 1934 from making 
arrangements for the reception at Oadian of any person called by 
you and from providing them with food and shelter.” 

Given under my hand this 17th day of October, 1934. 

Sd/ 

G.Garbett 

Chief Secretary to the 

Government of Punjab 

17.10.1934 

The order proved a bomb shell. It badly hurt the tender susceptibilities of 
the Khalifa who always cherished love for the British and preached the idea of absolute 
loyalty for them to his community. He rebuked Sir Herbert Emerson, Governor of the 
Punjab in his private meetings and called him an ‘ill-wisher’ of the British Raj. It was 
very difficult for him to pocket this insult. He was so offended and embarrassed by 
this disgrace that he could not deliver his usual Friday address. The honour of ‘His 
Holiness’ was at stake. Could the British-their master, patronizer and godfather do 
like that. 1 It was unbelievable. 

Successful Conference: Syed Atta Ullah Shah Bukhari who presided over the Con- 
ference exposed the Qadiani creed and attacked the founder of the movement. He 
called Qadianis the agents of the British Imperialism, the tailless dogs of foreign 
powers and the bootlickers of their masters. A resolution was passed against Sir 
Zafaruilah for his inclusion into Viceroy’s Executive Council on the recommendation 
of Sir Fazl-i-Hussain. 2 The Punjab Government action against the Zamindar and 
Ahsan was criticized. There were electioneering speeches in favour of Mr. K.L.Gauba, 
a candidate for Assembly elections against Khan Bahadur Haji Rahim Bux who was 
supported by the Muslim Conference and the League. 3 

A very successful Ahrar Conference near Oadian and the Punjab 
Government’s notice to Mirza Mahmud affecting his dignity and honour made him 
lament over the indifferent attitude of the British. He, in his Friday addresses, 


For Qadiani vereion sea Sir Zafaruilah, Servant of God, P.73-74 , 

Tarikh-i-Ahmadyat, Vol VII, P.501 Sir Zafaruilah says that in the summer of 1934, while he was in England, ‘the 
Secretary of State told him that the Viceroy and he t>oth wished that he should succeed Sir Fapale.Hussain, the 
Viceroy’s Executive Council In April 1935, when the latter would complete his term. He said he would cbmply 
with their wishes (Servant of God: P.82 

Letter from Garbett to Hallett P.5 (Lavan op, clt. P.183) Sir Fazt-4-Hussain endorsed a suggestion given by Sir 
Shahab uddin regarding election of K.L-Gauba as a nominee of Ahrar. He states In his letter to Sir Shahabuddln 
on 2 October, 1934, ‘The suggestion contained in para/2 of your letter (1st Oct. 1934 seems to be sound. So 
you can proceed with it, i.e. ” Gauba declares he is not going to the Assem bty on the Ahrar’* ticket but as the 
representative of the Muslims other than Alvar's* i shall be glad to hear whether your offer is acceptable to 
Gauba or not. This had better be don# without delay * (Letters of Mian Fazt-a- Hussain, P.384) 
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recounted the past political services of his family and those of the members of the 
movement for the British Imperialism ’to appease his masters. 

In a letter to Sir Fazle Hussain he cleverly afFected his ignorance regarding 
issuance of orders for summoning of Ahmadis to Qadian. It was a shameful pretension 
on the part of Mirza Mahmud who claimed to be the ‘pride of prophets’ (Fakhr-i- 
Rasul) and a truthful religious head of a reformist movement in Islam. 

Punjab Chief Secretary Garbett analysed the reasons for such a successful 
Ahrar Conference by ascribing them to the unique position Qadianis had created for 
themselves at Qadian, "out of which the Ahrar make considerable capital." 1 2 When the 
Ahrars had attempted to establish an office in Qadian in 1933, the Ahmadis claiming 
the building in question to be theirs, tore it down and built latrines on the site. In 
addition, the Government often had received complaints from non-Ahmadi residents 
of Qadian that they had been harassed by Ahmadis. Such oppression, Garbett 
suggested, might have been the reason that the Ahrar had won the sympathies of so 
many persons. Of key significance was the closing statement of Garbett’s sixth 
paragraph: 

"On the other hand, apart from the part which the Ahmadis took in the 
Kashmir agitation, the head of the community and his followers have always been 
strong supporters of Government and in civil disobedience and other subversive 
movements have come out openly on the side of law and order." 3 

Sir Fazl-i-Hussain wrote a letter to Sir Emerson, Governor Punjab on 27 
October, 1934 impressing upon him the need to be soft to Ahmadis : 

"Since I met you, I have read Mirza Sahib’s statement of the case, and have 
received since then two or three communications from his Secratary men- 
tioning developments. I think the present dispute does not offer a suitable 
opportunity for attaining two objectives: firstly making the Ahmadya com- 
munity feel that they are growing aggressive and that they should be made 
to feel that they resume their position as one of the numerous classes and 
communities in the province; and, secondly, not allowing or encouraging 
Ahrars to gain in strength and enterprise. The pursuit of the dual policy is 
likely to lead to the following results: encouragement of Ahrars and dis- 
couragement of Ahmadis, thus developing a situation wherein th e friends 
grow weaker and the opponents grow stronger. The suitable policy to adopt 
would be to act firmly in the matter and deal strictly with the aggression of 
Ahrars against Ahmadis, and put an end to it; and then, after a suitable 
pause, to proceed to deal with the Ahmadis locally so that they do not 
develop the aggressive mentality against others who live with them or near 


1. Altai Oadlen, ltd November, 1034 aho of 14 May, 1935 

2. Letter of Ga/toelt to Hollefl P.5 (Laven, 1 85) 

3. Ibid 
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them. Trying to achieve the two objects at one blow seems to me unsound 
and unlikely to succeed. 

I have thought over the matter and have arrived at the conclusion given 
above, and am sending it on to you as you were occupied in dealing with the 
matter." 1 

National League: In the last week of January, 1935 Mirza Mahmud announced the 
Formation of a quasi-political body: the All India National League. Its headquarter 
was set up at Lahore and Shiekh Bashir Ahmad advocate became its first president. 
A para-military corps was attached to it. The first commander of the League Corps 
was Ch. Abdullah, brother of Sir Zafarullah. 2 Main object of these bodies was to 
buttress the sagging position of Qadian in the wake of mounting pressure from 
anti-Ahmadya groups specially the Ahrar and to show muscles to the Punjab govern- 
ment. To avoid any direct clash between the Ahrar and Qadian, the Punjab Govern- 
ment imposed Section 144 in and around Qadian on 30 January, 1935 for 2 months 
forbidding the holding of any public meeting. 3 4 Qadiani belligerents, however, chal- 
lenged the order of the District Magistrate J.M.Shri Nagaish in the Session Court, 
Gurdaspur. Session Court upheld the orders of the District Magistrate. An appeal 
was made in the High Court, Lahore but by that time, the period of two months ended 
on 30 March, 1935. 5 

The Ahrar organization was also forbidden by the Government of Punjab 6 
to hold any meeting at Qadian because they said to have threatened breach of peace, 
strife and bloodshed. The prestige of the Qadianis remained unchallengable and 
unassailable. 7 

Khosla’s Judgment: For his speech in the Ahrar Conference (21-23 October, 1934), 
Syed Attaullah Shah Bukhari was convicted to imprisonment for six months by Dewan 
Sukha Annand, Special Magistrate Gurdaspur. Syed went before J.D.Khosla, the 
Session Judge in Gurdaspur. Khosla reduced the term of imprisonment till the rising 
of the Court and made bitter but realistic remarks in regard to Ahmadya movement 
and its founder, Mirza Ghulam Ahmad. Mr Khosla wrote : 

"In order to enforce their argument and further their cause they called into 
play weapons which would ordinarily be termed highly undesirable. They not only 
intimidated the person who refused to come within their fold with boycott and 
ex-communication and occasionally threats of some thing worse, but they frequently 
fortified the process of proselytizing by actually carrying out these threats. A volunteer 


1. L«tt«rs of Mian FazM-Hussain, P.385 

2. Tarikh Vo! VM, P.522 

3. Confidential Report on Punjab Situation quoted by Lavan, Op. cit. P.184 

4. Ibid. See Alfazl Qadian t7, 24 and 28 February, 1935 

5. Alfazl Qadian, 4 April. 1 935 prominent Qadiani lawyer* Viz, Sir Zafarullah, Shiekh Bashir Ahmad, Mirza Abdul 
Haq, Ch. Assadullah khan, Fazal Din appeared to plead Qadiani case) 

6. Vide ite Circular No.C/347,SBB dt: 2 July, 1935 

7. The Muslim Times, London Vol.l No. 18 P.1 quoted by Lavan 
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corps was established in Qadian with the object, probably of giving sanction to these 
decrees.” 1 

He further stated : 

‘To propagate their ideas and to expand the number of their Community, 
those people (the Mureeds of Mirza Mahmud Ahmad) started using such weapons 
and methods which are generally considered as objectionable. So that those persons 
who refused to tow their line, were subjected to (social and economic) boycott and 
expulsion (from the town or community), and at times, they were threatened by dire 
and ghastly consequences.’ 2 

The judgement confirmed the existence of civil and criminal courts in 
Qadian. Para-military corps carried out their excesses to intimidate dissidents. Bhagat 
Singh, Gharib Shah, and Mistri Abdul Karim were threatened with death. Muhammad 
Hussain, a friend of Molvi Abdul Karim was murdered by Qazi Muhammad Ali 
Qadiani. Muhammad Amin, (a notorious Qadiani spy involved in espionage activities 
against the Communist Russia in Central Asia-compiler) was axed to death by Fateh 
Muhammad Sayal, a trusted disciple of Mirza Mahmud. Police was helpless in the 
state of Qadian. It was a parallel Government with a supreme head, a cabinet of 
Ministers, and an executive and judicial system. 3 

Mr Khosla very aptly put Qadianism and its founder in the right perspective 
on the basis of Mirza Ghulam Ahmad’s letters to his disciples. He concluded that the 
Mirza was addicted to tonic wine and used sex stimulants. 4 Text of the Judgement is 
given at the end of the book. 

Some Remarks expunged: Khosla’s judgement exposed Qadian and Qadianism. 
Qadianis brought the matter to the High Court. The case was heard by Justice 
Coldstream and SirTaj Bahadur Sapru argued the case for Qadian.' 5 There are clear 
evidences to prove that the Government of the Punjab and India came to the side of 
Qadian. The High Court Judgement rendered by Mr Justice J. Coldstream on 11 
November, 1935, on the petitions of the Punjab Government and of the Ahmadya 
Community... for the expungement of certain remarks under 561A of CPC passed in 
the course of the judgement by Mr G.D.Khosla, the Session Judge of Gurdaspur in 
the appeal of the case of Crown Vs Attaullah Shah Bokhan, leader of the Majlis-i- 
Ahrar-i-Islam gave some solance to Qadian. 6 Some 36 points of objections to the 
remarks of the Justice were submitted on 10 September at Lahore, one month after 
the Punjab Government initiated its own petition to force a retraction of the statements 
Justice Khosla had made. Justice Coldstream described some of his language as 


1 . The Punjab Law Reporter PP .649-50 

2. M.A.Farooql, F*l9h-4-Haq, P.41 

3. M.A.Farooql, Fateh Haq P.41 Saa Stata vs Atta Utlah Shah Bokhari and Khosla'* judgement , Printed and 
Published by Muhammad All Qadiani, Islami Press, Gujranwala 

4. Ibid 

5. Far details saa Alfazl Qadian, 25,27, and 29 March, 1 93S 

B. Review of Religions Qadian, (December, 1935 
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‘exaggerated’ and citing description of Ahmadya as ‘new fangled’ a factor which had 
no bearing on the evidence of the case. He expunged the passage involving this term. 
He however, wrote; 

‘The Qadianis, however, remained heedless to those foreign criticism and 
secure in the local safety of their home town, flourished as well as they could under 
the circumstances. This comparative security of their position gave birth to pride 
amounting almost to arrogance on the part of the Qadianis.’ 1 
Faux Pas: The Ahrar leaders could never leave Qadian unchecked. They thought out 
a new plan of confrontation. In July 1935, they prepared an Ahrar worker Muhammad 
Hamf alias Hanifa to attack Mirza Sharif Ahmad, the younger brother of Mirza 
Mahmud and insult him publicly. Their trick worked. Hanifa disgraced and beat Mirza 
Sharif with a hockey stick in a Qadian bazar in broad daylight. Ahmadis reacted 
violently over this daring attempt of an Ahrar worker. Numerous protest resolutions 
were passed to express resentment over the incident. Sir Zafarullah took his mother 
to the Viceregal Lodge to explain the plight of Ahmadis under the Punjab Administra- 
tion. His mother was the First in the family to accept Mirza Ghulam Ahmad’s claim 
of prophethood when he visited Sialkot in 1904. She professed love for the Mirza’s 
sons. During her meeting with the Viceroy and Lady WiUingdon she lamented ‘I 
belong to Ahmadya Community. The Promised Messiah was the founder of Ah- 
madyat. He taught us love for the British and advised to pray for their rule as they had 
given us religious freedom. I always pray for the welfare of the British Government . 
But for the last two years the Punjab Government had been showing such an unjust 
attitude towards us and our Imam and the Jamat had undergone such hardships that 
though, I am still bound by the advice of the Promised Messiah to pray for the British 
Government, these prayers are devoid of motivation and zest. We are now sad. A few 
days ago an Ahrari vagabond/goonda attacked the son of the Promised Messiah, the 
younger brother of our Imam. The Viceroy replied that the matter was t/nder the 
jurisdictions of the Punjab Governor. Before he could make any promise to redress 
her grievance, she was able to persuade Lady Willingdon (Whoopee) who promised 
to take up the matter with the Punjab Government and would advise the Governor 
Emerson not to show a partisan attitude to an anti-British and anti-Ahmadya political 
organization.* 2 Zafarullah says Lady Willingdon had considerable influence over her 
husband. She was uniformly gracious to him (Zafarullah) and had great affection for 
his mother and continue to honour him with her friendship for long years after her 
husband’s retirement. 3 

It is interesting to note that Lord Willingdon owed much of his success to 
his wiie Whoopee. She was nine years younger than her husband. Her talent for roping 


1. Ibid 

2. Sir Zafarullah, Mairy Walda, Lahore 3rd Edition 1971 Also Alfazl Qadian 22 May 1 938-Mi aa M ah mod's Ahmad’s 
address on the death of Sir Zafarullah'a mother. 

3. Sir Zafarullah, Servant of God, P.93 
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people in faroutrivalled that of his husband, Lord Willingdon. She once admitted that 
she never met any one for the first time without wondering how he or she would fit 
into her scheme. 1 

"Though people admired Lady Willingdon’s energy", says Jones, "There were 
many who could not stand her vulgarity and autocratic ways. Once at a Viceregal 
dinner party, a senior official felt such a relief when the Vicerine rose to leave the 
dining room that he threw his napkin into the air and shouted "Whoopee" for which 
he was punished by not being bidden to the Investiture to receive his CIE, which 
instead was delivered to him by chaprassi.'' 2 

The British feared that the Ahrars were growing in strength and could 
become a real menace. "In the days and weeks to come, the British carefully 
investigated activities at Qadian and thereby created even more tension between 
themselves and the Ahmadyas. The growing political awarenaces and involvement of 
the movement became more clear when the Ahmadya decided to put up candidates 
for public election for the Punjab Legislative Assembly. The move was obviously a 
response to political activities already undertaken by the Ahrars." 3 

Embarrassed by the malicious campaign launched by Qadianis in London, 
Sir Emerson, the Governor Punjab persuaded Zafarullah, an important link between 
the Government and the community to help in removing ‘misunderstanding’ between 
the Punjab Government and Mirza Mahmud. He was quite successful to restore past 
relations between them. Nevertheless subsequent events indicated, says Zafarullah 
that the Governor’s mind had not yet been cleared of suspicions concerning the designs 
of the movement. 4 

Although pressed hard by the Punjab Administration, the Ahrar leaders 
thought of yet another plan to provoke Qadian into an open conflict. The unfortunate 
happenings of Shahid Gang Mosque agitation had turned the table gradually in favour 
of Qadian. The Ahrar did not take part in this agitation which rocked the Punjab in 
1935. Mirza Mahmud was quick to exploit the Shahid Gang incident to defame and 
criticise the Ahrar leadership. He poured out a large amount of money for the 
character assassination campaign of Ahrar leaders and even threw up a Mubahila 
challenge {o them in September, 1935 which they gladly accepted. He repeated his 
challenge in October, 1935 in a tricky way to see the reaction of the Muslims towards 
them and to judge their popularity and the extent of damage Qadianis could possibly 
have done to bring ill-repute to Ahrar leaders through their malicious anti-Ahrar 
campaign. Qadianis extended full support to workers of Ithad-i-Millat Party (Neeli 
Posh, Blue shirts) of Maulana Zafar Ali Khan to circulate obnoxious literature against 
Ahrars. Despite all odds the Ahrar leaders fixed 23 November, 1935 for Mubalila and 


1. Mart Banca-Jonm, the Viceroys of India, Si. Martins Press Newport, 1982, P.264 

2. Mart Bence op. cl 

3. Confidential Report on the situation In Punjab for the first half of January 1935 P.2. The details of Investigations 
are recorded In document H.D.No.7 128/134/Poll, quoted by Lavan 

4. 8lr Zafarullah, 8ervarrt of God, P.73 
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announced to go to Qadian to raze the House of Qadiani Khalifa to ground. They, in 
fact, found an excuse to hold another Ahrar Conference in the name of Mubahila 
campaign. Through their fiery speeches they could build up public opinion in favour 
of them. That was enough to terrify Mirza Mahmud who fully knew the implied motive 
of the Ahrar leaders. He realized the absurdity of his challenge and approached the 
Punjab Government for help in order to avoid any confrontation with the Ahrars in 
the name of Mubahila. He, however, realized that the Ahrars could still attract masses 
in the name of Khatam-i-Nabuwat despite their non participation in Shaheed Ganj 
Mosque agitation. The Punjab Government imposed a ban on public meetings in and 
around Qadian. Saying of Friday prayer near Qadian was not allowed. The Ahrar 
leaders violated this ban and Syed Ataullah Shah courted arrest on 6 December, 1935. 
Subsequently four leading ulema viz, Maulana Abuwafa Shahjahanpuri, Maulana 
Muhammad Hussain Saifi, Maulana Bashir Ahmad and Qazi Ahsan Ahmad Shuja- 
Abadi violated the Government orders and courted arrest on successive Fridays. On 
5 January, 1936 the Punjab Government had to lift the ban on Friday congregation at 
Qadian. Maulana Lai Hussain Akhtar led the memorable Juma prayer and attacked 
the Qadiani heresy in his charming way. 1 
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The Congress leadership knew well that Qadianis were pro-British elements 
always loyal to the alien rulers and reactionary in their out look. They realized that 
the Muslims strongly condemned their religious ideas and political beliefs. They are 
a distinct community excommunicated by the Muslims of the world. But they looked 
to Ahmadyat in a different perspective for different reasons mainly political. After all 
it sprang in India and had a Swadeshi (indigenous) character and the potential to 
Indianize Islam and to change the centre of Muslim love from Mecca and Madina to 
Qadian in India. 

In the wake of emerging nationalist trends in India, some militant Hindu 
nationalists looked favourably to the growth of Qadiani movement in India. Qadiani 
elders had also been advocating the theory of Notional Prophet since late 1927 and 
inviting the people to accept Ahmad of Qadian, their National Prophet for their 
salvation. Mufti Muhammad Sadiq expounded and preached this idea not only in 
India 1 but also in America. 

Dr Shankar Das Mehra, a Hindu nationalist says that Ahmadya movement 
provided a platform to achieve the spirit of nationalism in India and dispelled love for 
the Arabian Prophet (p.b.o.h) from the hearts of Indian Muslims. The larger the 
number of Ahmadis, the more Indians would look to Qadian as their Mecca and 
cherish love for India. Mecca and Madina become only traditionally holy cities for 
them. Any Qadiani, whether he lives in Arabia, Turkey, Iran or any comer of the world 
turns his face towards Qadian for spiritual guidance and peace. The land of Qadian 
is for him the land of salvation. In this lies the secret of the superiority of India. The 
founder of the movement was an Indian and all his successors who are guiding this 
sect at the present juncture are Indians. 2 

Dr Shankar, in his lengthy article analysed the Muslim reaction towards 
Qadianism and finally concluded : 

Muslims knew Qadianism is inimical to the Arabian civilization and Islam. 
During the Khilafat movement also the Ahmadis did not side with the 
Muslims, for they wished to establish the caliphate in Qadian rather than in 
Turkey or Arabia. However, disappointing this may be for the common 
Muslims who are always dreaming of pan Islamism and pan Arabism but it 
surely is very pleasing for a nationalist. 3 


1 . Sm Altai Qadian 6 Dacamber, 1 927, Mufti M.Sadlq* apaach al Calcutta. 
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An Expose or Qadianism: Mid 30s were very crucial days for the Ahmadya movement. 
Maulana Zafar Ati Khan’s illuminating articles and beautifully worded poems ap- 
peared regularly on Qadiani heresy in the Zamindar , Lahore. Syed Habib Jalalpuri 1 
Editor Siyasnl Lahore and Mirza Zafar Ali, a retired Judge made scathing criticism 
on Ahmadya beliefs. Bahawalpur Court decision against Qadianis and G.D.Khosla’s 
judgment on the character of Qadiani movement considerably humbled Ahmadya 
zealots. The eloquent leaders of Ahrar toured different parts of India to expose 
religo-political designs of Qadian. 

An excellent expose of Qadiunyat came from Dr Muhammad Iqbal. His 
convincing statements and cogent arguments explicitly exposed this religo-political 
agency of Imperialism in the public eyes. What prompted Dr. Iqbal to launch this 
crusade against Qadianyat is not difficult to comprehend. 

Dr Iqbal knew Qadianyat very well since its inception and had been a keen 
observer of its development and growth that took place in the last half of century in 
India. According to Molvi Muhammad Ali, he had a chance to see Mirza Ghulam 
Ahmed at Qadian alongwith (Sir) Fazl-i-Hussain in 1908. Fazl-i-Hussain asked him 
(The Mirza) whether those Muslims were Kafir who did not believe in his claims. The 
Mirza artfully replied in negative. Ahmadyat also sneaked into his family and his father 
and elder brother were influenced by it, though they subsequently disassociated 
themselves. Dr Iqbal never embraced Qadianyat. He, however, had some kind of soft 
feelings for the movement in early years when its real character was not established. 
In early 30s he had fully come to know about the role Qadianis had been playing in 
India particularly in Kashmir movement in which he himself was closely associated. 
He had been a prime mover to secure presidentship for Mirza Mahmud in Kashmir 
Committee for a better deal with Maharaja of Kashmir through suitable intervention. 
In a few month’s time he realized that Qadianyat had a very ugly face which it had 
been concealing under the mask of altruism. He found that the movement had 
dangerous political implications not only for the Muslims of India but also for the 
whole world of Islam. He, on the basis of past 50 years (1880-1935) record of the 
movement observed the metamorphosis it underwent and as a student of history 
visualized its future role as an anti-Islam, reactionary and pro-imperialist body 
operating under the thin veneer of so-called religious revivalism. 

The immediate opportunity to make a statement on Qadianyat was provided 
by a speech delivered by the Governor of Punjab. He preached tolerance in religious 
matters. He was alluding to the militant stance of Ahrar against Ahmadyat. 

On 2nd May, 1935 Dr Muhammad Iqbal sent his historic statement to the 
press on social and political implications of the Qadiani issue 2 He explained that the 
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community of Islam in India based its existence to religious idea alone. That is why 
any religious society, historically arising from the bosom of Islam when claims a new 
prophethood for its fcasis and declares all Muslims who do not recognize the truth of 
its alleged revelations as Kafir must, therefore, be regarded by evety Muslim as a 
serious danger to the solidarity of Islam. This must necessarily be so, since the integrity 
of Muslim society is secured by the idea of the finality of prophethood alone. 

He gave the significance of the idea of the continuity of prophethood in 
Magian Culture which included culture associated with Zorastrianism, Judaism, 
Jewish Christianity, Chaldean and Sabean religions. The religious adventurers, he 
argued, formed new communities on the basis of prophethood and kept the people in 
the perpetual expectation. Islam cannot reconcile itself to such movements. 

Dr Iqbal termed Bahaism far more honest than Oadianism for the former 
openly departs from Islam whereas the latter apparently retains some of more honest 
externals to Islam with an inwardness wholly inimical to the spirit and aspiration of 
Islam. Its idea of jealous God with an inexhaustible store of earthquakes and plagues 
for its opponents; its conception of the prophet as a soothsayer, its idea of the 
continuity of the spirit of Messiah, are so absolutely Jewish that the movement can 
easily be regarded as a return to early Judiaism (Italics added). 

Dr Iqbal criticised the idea of western liberalism and explained that solidarity 
of the Muslim Community in India under the British is far less safe than solidarity of 
the Jewish Community in the days of Jesus under the Roman. Any religious adventurer 
in India can set up any claim and carve out a new community for his own exploitation, 
if he assures of his loyalty and his follower pay taxes due to the State. In the end, he 
suggested to the Government to declare Qadianis a separate community which is 
consistent with the belief and policy of Qadianis themselves. "Indian Muslim would, 
tolerate them just as they tolerate the other religions", 1 he concluded. 

Muslims of India welcomed Dr. Iqbal’s proposal while it invited a good deal 
of criticism from apologists of Lahore and Qadian Jamats. 2 Mirza Mahmud devoted 
his Friday address of 24 May, 1935 to Dr Iqbal’s statement 3 It carried irrational and 
unrelated comments on the issue with no argument worth consideration. Subsequently 
he wrote an article 4 in which he relied on typical way of Qadiani argumentation to 
support his absurd contentions. It logically proved counter productive. The Amir 
Lahore Jamat also wrote a reply in the light of his ‘soft’ beliefs and vainly justified his 
community’s position. 5 


Alfazl Qadian, 18 July U 
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The Indian press came out with their views/comments on the separation of 
Qadianis from the body politic of Islam. The Statesman, Calcutta wrote a leader on 
Dr Iqbal’s statement in its 14 May, 1935 issue. Dr Iqbal furnished a very convincing 
reply to the issues raised in it. He made it clear that only two courses were open to 
Qadianis, either frankly to follow Bahais or to eschew their interpretation of the idea 
of finality in Islam and to accept the idea with all its implications. The Qadianis were 
anxious to remain within the fold of Islam for political advantages in the sphere of 
Government service as their numerical strength entitled them to no seat in legislature. 
He urged the Government to take necessary steps to declare them a separate 
community, without waiting a formal representation from them. The Government had 
not waited a formal representation for separation of Sikhs from Hindus in 1919 why 
should they wait for a formal representation by the Qadianis, he emphasized. 1 

A critical survey of Ahmadya literature 2 reveals that Qadianis could never 
dare to refute Dr Iqbal’s cogent arguments and factual analysis of Ahmadya movement 
and its implications for the world of Islam. To sidetrack the real issues, Qadiani critic? 
of Iqbal have, from time to time, leveled baseless charges against him. Most of these 
outpourings came after his death. Dr Javed Iqbal, the illustrious son of Dr Muhammad 
Iqbal has aptly rejected these charges in Zinda Rood’ 3 which provides a good 
comparative study on the life and ideas of the great poet and scholar of Islam. 

We cannot deny that one time Dr Iqbal called Mirza Ghulam Ahmad 
probably the profoundest theologian in India. 4 It was in 1900 when the Mirza had not 
openly proclaimed his prophethood and was skillfully toying with the idea with a view 
to testing the degree of its acceptability. 

Dr Iqbal made these remarks in an article while discussing the Doctrine of 
Unity as expounded by Abdul Karim A1 Jilani. His article appeared in thclndian 
Antiquary, Bombay in 1900. It was a journal of Oriental Research edited by Sir Richard 
Temple. 

After over a decade, Dr Iqbal again referred to Qadianism in his lecture 
which he delivered at Strachy Hall, Aligarh in 191 1, and observed: In the Punjab the 
essentially Muslim type character has found powerful expression in the so-called 
Qadiani sect. 5 

This lecture was subsequently published under the heading The Muslim 
Community *-A Sociological Study and was rendered into Urdu by Maulana Zafar Ali 
Khan under the caption Millat-i-Baiza parAiKlmrani Nazar.’ 6 In this thought-provok- 
ing lecture Dr Iqbal referred to the Qadiani sect in the following context : 
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"It is our aim to secure a continuous life of the community wc must produce 
a type of character which at all costs holds fast to its own, and while it readily assimilates 
all that is good in all that is hostile to its cherished traditions and institutions. A careful 
observation of the Muslim Community in India reveals the point on which the various 
lines of moral experience of the Community are tending to converge. In the Punjab 
the essentially Muslim type of character has ft Hind a powetful expression in the so-calleil 
Qadiani sect; while in the United Provinces owing to a slightly different intellectual 
environment, the need of such a type of character is loudly proclaimed by a great 
poetic voice." 1 (Akbar Allahabadi). 

In 1935, Dr Iqbal reviewed the whole lecture and made significant changes 
in its text. His explanatory note gives an interesting analysis of Qadianism. Qadianis 
only quote his lecture in support of their contention but always omit the note he 
subsequently wrote on it. 

Dr Iqhal explains : 

’This lecture was delivered at Aligarh in 1911. The remark ahout the 
Qadianis in this lecture must be revised in the light of revelation of the spirit of the 
movement since 1911. The Qadianis still appear to be Muslims in externals. Indeed 
they are very particular in the matter of externals but the spirit of the movement as 
revealed often is wholly inimical to Islam. Outwardly they look Muslims and anxious 
to look so; but inwardly their whole mentality is Magian. It is probable that eventually 
the movement will end in Bahaism from which it originally appears to have received 
inspiration. ’(Signed Md. Iqbal 21st October, 1935). 2 

As far as other Qadiani assertions are concerned he had no hesitation in 
admitting that a quarter of century ago, he had hopes of good results flowing from the 
movement. He explained that even the eminent Muslim, MolviChiragh Ali, the author 
of several English books on Islam, cooperated with the founder of the movement and 
made valuable contribution to the book called Drahin-i-Ahmadva . "But the real 
content and spirit of a religious movement does not reveal itself in a day. It lakes 
decades to unfold itself. The internal quarrel between the two sections of the 
movement is evidence of the fact that even those who were in personal contact with 
the founder were not quite aware of how the movement would evolve itself. Personally, 
I became suspicious of the movement when the claim of a new prophethood, superior 
even to the prophethood of the Founder of Islam (p.b.o.h.), was definitely put 
forward, and the Muslim world was declared Kafir. Later my suspicions developed 
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into a positive revolt when I heard with my own ears an adherent of the movement 
mentioning the Holy Prophet of Islam (p.b.o.h.) in a most disparaging language. Not 
by their roots but by their fruits will you know them. If my present attitude is 
self-contradictory, then, well, only a living and thinking man has the privilege of 
contradicting himself. Only stones do not contradict themselves, as Emerson says." 1 

To malign Dr Iqbal, the Qadiani detractors allege that he aspired to be a 
High Court Judge in Punjab in 1925 but he could not succeed in it. Then he decided 
to leave practice and secure an appointment in Kashmir State Council. He could not 
succeed in it either. Another opportunity arose in 1935 when Sir Fazl-i-Hu&sain’s seat 
in the Viceroys Executive Council got vacant. Dr Iqbal wanted to be a member of the 
Council but the British, on the recommendation of Sir Fazl-i-Hussain offered this 
‘prestigjous’ appointment to Sir Zafarullah. In a desperate bid and under the influence 
of Ahrar leaders, specially on the persuasion of Syed Anwar Shah Kashmiri, he 
launched a severe attack on Ahmadyat. 2 

‘No doubt it was Dr Iqbal’s right to be appointed as Judge of the Punjab 
High Court but he fell victim to the bias and caprice of Justice Sir Shadi Lai. 
K.L.Gauba, himself a witness to all events of that time states in his revealing 
autobiography that Dr Iqbal was recognized as a certain incumbent for Judgeship of 
the Punjab High Court. ‘It was expected many times that his name would be sent up, 
but (Chief Justice) Sir Shadi Lai had a narrow communal policy of his own and he did 
not want to appoint prominent Muslims to the High Court Bench, and, therefore, 
picked up inconspicuous Muslims. For instance he picked up Mirza Zafar Ali, a 
District Judge, who was generally known as Duffer Ali, as he was a simpleton. Sir 
Shadi Lai liked him. Then there was Agha Haider whom he brought from UP because, 
he said, he could not then find a suitable Muslim in Punjab to be appointed as a 
Judge.’ 3 

Sir Mian Shafi was a mentor of Sir Shadi Lai. When he became Chief Justice 
of the Punjab High Court he ungratefully turned against the Mian family specially 
towards Shah Nawaz, Mian Shafi’s son-in-law. Dr Iqbal was a good friend of Shah 
Nawaz. Shadi Lai tried to implicate Dr Iqbal in the matter, who simply refused. The 
hostile attitude of Shadi Lai forced Dr Iqbal to leave practice and seek employment 
in Kashmir Council. 4 Shadi Lai’s evil intentions are also evident from the story given 
by an Indian writer of repute, Ved Mehta in his reminiscences which appeared in 23rd 
July, 1979 issue of the New Yorker , USA. 

Shadi Lai told Ved Mehta’s father that he cleverly manipulated to get an 
appointment of his own choice on the High Court Bench to fill a Muslim seat. The 
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Governor of the Punjab did not consider the names of Dr Iqbal and Mian Shah Nawaz 
for the Judgeship due to his manoeuvrings. 1 

Agha Shorish Kashmiri, however, reveals that due to manoeuvring of the 
Mian family of Baghbanpura Lahore, Dr Iqbal could not get a seat on the High Court 
Bench. That Dr Iqbal himself told Syed Attaullah Shah Bokhan about that in his 
presence when he along with Bokhari once had a chance to visit him at Lahore. 2 

It is quite interesting to note here that Mirza Mahmud lobbied to secure 
judgeship of the Punjab High Court in 1927 for Zafarullah when he sent a Memorial 
tothe British Government in August, 1927 forsafeguardingthe respect of holy founder 
of religions. 3 

Dr Iqbal did not ever try to be a member of the Viceroy Executive Council. 
The Muslims of India certainly desired to see a staunch protagonist of their cause 
appointed as a member of the Viceroy’s Executive Council in place of Sir Fazl-i-Hus- 
sain. The Muslim press specially the Zamindar, Lahore launched a campaign for it. 
Although it was inevitable that Sir Zafarullah could be the ultimate choice of the 
Viceroy as he was the faithful servant of the British and was motivated by his faith to 
serve Imperialism. In numerous occasions he proved himself a loyal servant of the 
Empire, more loyal than the King. He was also Sir Fazl’s choice. On the other hand. 
Dr Iqbal was not liked by Sir Fazal-i-Hussain because he criticized the policy of the 
Unionist Party; Sir Fazl-i-Hussain’s baby reared by Zafarullah and Qadian. It is 
interesting to note that the British Bureau of Central Intelligence gave a very adverse 
report to Dr Iqbal. He was called a ‘Quietest Rogue in India.’ 4 Could a so-called 
‘Rogue’ become a member of the Viceroy’s Executive Council in the presence of the 
most loyal Qadiani "gentleman”!. 

In Reply to Pandit Nehru’s Criticism: It is a strange event of history that 
Ahmadyat found a queer sympathiser in India, a nationalist, secularist and socialist 
leader of the Congress i.e. Pandit Jawahar Lai Nehru. He read Dr Iqbal’s articles when 
he was languishing in Almora jail. He wrote short notes on these articles obviously to 
axe his grind in Indian politics. His observations are regarded sacrosanct.by Ahmadi 
critics of Dr Iqbal. Pandit Nehru fully realized that Qadianism was a by product of 
Imperialism and it had always professed pro-British stance in politics. It had also been 
responsible to sabotage numerous movements launched by the Congress, yet the 
political expediency impelled him to support Qadianis to malign Ismailees and tarnish 
the image of Sir Agha Khan and the Muslim league. 

In his short articles Pandit Nehru expressed his interest in the writings of Dr 
Iqbal as they gave him ‘an insight into a world which he found difficult to understand.’ 
He called Dr Iqbal an authority on Islam worthy of respect and held that hd 
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represented the orthodox viewpoint correctly. He referred to Dr Iqbal’s article 
Qadianis and Orthodox Muslim which he stated to have read with keen interest in 
Almora jail that dealt with the solidarity of Islam in the context of Ahmadya issue. 1 
It provoked him to send his views to Modem Review, Calcutta on 20 August, 1935 
which appeared in November, 1935 edition of the paper. 

Pandit Nehru briefly described the emerging wave of nationalism going on 
in the Arab World at the expense of the pure orthodox religious outlook. He thought 
that nations had fallen away from the ideal of Islamic solidarity after adoption of 
nationalist ideas. He contended that the question of the Qadianis sank into relative 
insignificance before these world happenings. Dr Iqbal stresses the need of a real 
leader to rise in the Punjab apparently to combat Qadiani menace. But what lead does 
he give in regard to the wider menace. The Agha Khan, we are told, is the leader of 
Indian Muslims. Does he stand for this solidarity of Islam as defined by Sir Muhammad 
Iqbal ? 2 3 Pandit Nehru remarked. 

Ill Another note written on 21 August 1935 he singled out H.H.Sir Agha 
Khan for his attack and questioned whether his sect was a partner in the solidarity of 
religious belief.' Pandit Nehru’s third note captioned ‘Orthodox of AH Religions Unite’ 
was written in the last week of August, 1935 and published in December 1935 issue of 
Modem Review, Calcutta. 4 

It transpired from these short articles that Pandit Nehru wanted to convey 
the impression to the Muslims that the anti-Qadian movement launched by Majlis 
iAhrar, so-called pro-Congress organization, had not got any blessings of the Congress. 
He also wanted to weaken the constitutional and financial position of Muslim League 
through alienation of Sir Agha Khan by bracketing Ismailis with Ahmadis as a 
non-Muslim-entity. 

Pandit Nehru received a rebuff from different political quarters for writing 
on Ahmadya issue. J.DJenkins, in his letters which appeared in the Times of India 
dated 18 and 24 July, 1936 respectively characterised Pandit Nehru’s first article as 
‘most dangerous’, “wholly improper’, most offensive’, ‘disgraceful’, ‘amazing’ ‘full of 
falsehoods’ and ‘an absurd effusion.’ He charged Pandit Nehru with deliberately going 
Out of his way to wound Muslim feelings and thereby creating extreme bitterness 
between one community and another. He also invited the British Government to take 
action against him. 5 •. : 

Dr Iqbal received a number of letters from Muslims of different shades of 
religious and political opinion urging him to give a suitable reply to Pandit’s articles. 
Some of them wanted him to further elucidate and justify the attitude of the Indian 
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Muslims towards the Ahmadis. In January, 1936 he wrote: 1 am inclined to think that 
my statement on Qadianism, no more than a mere exposition of a religious doctrine 
on modern lines, has embarrassed both the Pandit and the Qadianis perhaps because 
both inwardly resent, for different reasons, the prospects of Muslim political and 
religious solidarity, particularly in India. It is obvious that the Indian Nationalist, 
whose political idealism has practically killed his sense for fact, is intolerant of the 
birth of a desire for self-determination in the heart of North-West Indian Islam. He 
thinks, wrongly in my opinion, that the only way to Indian Nationalism has in a total 
suppression of the cultural entities of the country through the interaction of which 
India can evolve a rich and enduring culture. A Nationalism achieved by such methods 
can mean nothing but mutual bitterness and even oppression. It is equally obvious 
that the Qadianis, loo, feel nervous by the political awakening of the Indian Muslims, 
because they feel that the rise in the political prestige of the Indian Muslim is sure to 
defeat their designs to carve out an ummut from the ummut of the Arabian prophet. 
It is no small surprise to me that my efforts to impress on the Indian Muslims the 
extreme necessity of internal cohesion in the present critical moment of their history 
in India, and my warning them against the forces of disintegration, masquerading as 
reformist movements, should have given the Pandit an occasion to sympathise with 
such forces.’ 

Dr Iqbal, very aptly discussed the nature of Ahmadya beliefs vis-a-vis the 
cultural significance of ideas of finality of prophethood in Islam and deceitful attitude 
of the Mir/.a employed to claim the status of prophethood. He proved that the real 
nature of Ahmadism is hidden behind the mist of mediaeval mysticism and theology. 
The movement is political in nature and subservient to British Imperialism. 

He refers to Pandit Nehru’s articles and replies: 

‘Pandit Jawahar Lai Nehru advises the orthodox of all religions to unite and 
thus to delay the coming of what he conceives to he Indian nationalism. This ironical 
advice assumes that Ahmadism is a reform movement, he does not know that as far 
as Islam in India is concerned, Ahmadism involves both religious and political issues 
of the highest importance. The function of Ahmadism in the history of Muslim 
religious thought is to furnish a revelational basis for India’s present political subjuga- 
tion. Leaving aside the purely religious issues, on the ground of political issues alone, 
I think it does not lie in the mouth of a man like Pandit Jawahar Lai Nehru to accuse 
Indian Muslims of reactionary conservatism. I have no doubt that if he had grasped 
the real nature of Ahmadism he would have very much appreciated the attitude of 
Indian Muslims towards a religious movement which claims Divine authority for the 
woes of India.’ 1 2 
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In the end he contradicted Pandit Nehru’s assertion that Qadianis and 
Ismaiiis fell under the same category. Unlike Qadianis, Ismailis believed in basic 
principles of Islam ) he explained. 

In a letter written to Pandit Jawahar Lai Nehru on 21 June, 1936 Dr Iqbal 
stated that Ahmadis are traitors both to India and Islam. 

"Thank you so much for your letter which I received yesterday. At the time 
I wrote in reply to your articles I believed that you had no idea of the political attitude 
of the Ahmadis. Indeed the main reason why I wrote a reply was to show especially 
to you how Muslim loyalty had originated and how eventually it had found a 
revelational basis in Ahmadism. After the publication of my paper I discovered, to my 
great surprise, that even the educated Muslims had no idea of the historical causes 
which had shaped the teachings of Ahmadism. Moreover your Muslim admirers in the 
Punjab and elsewhere felt perurbed over your articles as they thought you were in 
sympathy with the Ahmadya movement. This was mainly due to the fact that the 
Ahmadis were jubilant over your articles.'The Ahmadi Press was mainly responsible 
for this misunderstanding about you. However I am glad to know that my impression 
was erroneous. I myself had little interest in theology, but had to dabble in it a bit in 
order to meet the Ahmadis on their own ground. I assureyou that my paper was written 
with the best of intention for Islam and India. I have no doubt in my mind that the 
Ahmadis am traitors both to islam and to India? (Italics added)." 

Dr Muhammad Iqbal’s writings on Qadianism had a great bearing on the 
minds of Muslims. There developed a considerable resentment in India and the Islamic 
world for the Qadiani heresy.lt was the result of Dr Iqbal’s crusade against Qadianyat 
that Anjuman-i-Hamayat-i-Islam, Lahore passed a resolution in its annual session of 
1935 against the inclusion of Sir Zafarullah in the Viceroy’s Executive Council as a 
Muslim member. 2 3 4 Dr Iqbal presided over the session and Maulana Zafar Ali Khan 
moved the resolution with the popular support. The next year (1936) members of the 
Ahmadya community were expelled from the Anjuman. It proved fatal for Mirza 
Yaqub Beg, a senior Ahmadi of Lahore Jamat and member of the Anjuman’s General 
Council. Molvi Muhammad Ali, Amir Jamat Lahore was also shocked to learn it. He 
tried to defend the religious beliefs of Lahore Jamat to forestall such expulsion moves. 
He, however, felt quite embarrassed when called upon to explain and reconcile his 
earlier belief on the prophethood of the Mirza which he professed and propagated 
during the life time of the Mirza with that of the existing' one. He always gave 
interesting explanations. 5 


2. A Bunch of Old Letters Written Mostly to Jawahar Lai Nehru. Asia Publishing House, London, 1B56, P.18>-e 

3. Tarlkh-r-Ahmadyat Vol VIII P.171 

4. Palgham-t-Sulh, Lahore 3 November, 1943 quoted by Oazi Muhammad Narlr, Ghalb»-4-Haq, Rabwoh 

5. Muhammad Ali, Meri Tahrir Mein lafaz Nabi Kb Istaimal, 4 February 1929 Anjuman lehaat Lahore. Also his Friday 
addresses from February to December, 1935 PaighanCt-Sulh, Lahore. 
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Reception for Nehru : Qadianis drew very close to the Congress in mid 30s. Mirza 
Mahmud sent his emissaries to the Congress leaders and sought their advice on 
political matters. Qadiani para-military force-the National League with its wide 
network in India demonstrated its strength and made preparations for the coming 
elections of 1937. The ‘alliance’ between a pro-imperialist, reactionary political body 
representing spies, sycophants and British plants and a so-called progressive and 
liberal political party with secular orientations give an interesting topic to political 
scientists for study. 

To strengthen ties with the Congress, Qadiani volunteers and the All India 
National League corps gave a rousing reception to Pandit Nehru on his arrival in 
Lahore on 28 May, 1936. He was profusely garlanded and greeted with slogans of the 
‘Pride of Nation' and the ‘ Pride of Country} Qadiani volunteers carried placards on 
which was inscribed : 

-Beloved of the Nation Welcome you! 

-We join in Civil Liberties Union 
-Long live Jawahar Lai Nehru 

Leaders of the Congress were greatly impressed by the reception given by 
500 corps members. One senior Qadiani told the President of the National League 
that the Congress would surely succeed if Ahmadis joined it. 1 2 

Paigham-e-Sulh, the organ of the Lahore Ahmadya community commented 
on the reception given by Qadianis to Pandit Nehru at Lahore: 

‘It was not long ago, the Khalifa of Qadian was the worst and bitterest enemy 
of the Congress. The Qadiani Community helped the Government by opposing the 
Congress movements and did intelligence wprk for it. Nowadays they are giving a red 
carpet reception to an extremist and Communist leader of the Congress. Alas! they 
had left ‘tabligh’ and were taking part in politics in a clumsy way.’ 3 

Pandit Nehru who received a colourful reception from the National League, 
one time firmly believed that in order to end the British rule in India it was 
indispensible to crush Qadiani power because they were the tools of Imperialism. 4 
Some Qadianis certainly disliked the reception drama and objected to calling Pandit 
Nehru Fakhr-i-Qaum. However Mirza Mahmud, in an address, justified calling Nehru 
‘Fakhray Qaum’ (Pride of the Nation) as he had given a befitting reply to Dr Iqbal 
when he criticized Ahmadyat. 5 

Elections of 1937: Under the Act of 1935, elections were going to be held in the winter 
of 1936. In the Punjab, the Unionist Party formed by Sir Fazl-i-Hussain in 1923 had a 


1. Atari Qadian, 31 May, 1936 
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strong base among feudal lords and pro-British groups like Qadianis. The Muslims 
League had no standing in the province. Early in 1936 when the Quaid took command 
of the Muslim League and started organizing the party in the Punjab, Sir Fazl-i-Hus- 
sain thundered forth that ‘the lawyer from Bombay should keep his fingers out of the 
Punjab pie.’ The League was appointing a Parliamentary Board to fight elections. 

Qadianis were the active supporters of the Unionists. Sir Fazl-i-Hussain, in 
his Diary dated 23rd October, 1935 records ‘Saw Mirza Sahib of Qadian. The Mirza 
is active and is attracted by political life, and has a flare for it.’ 1 On Sir Fazi-i-Hussain’s 
advice Qadianis opposed the Muslim League and itspolicy of so-called ‘communalism’ 
during the elections. 2 

The Ahrars came into open conflict with Sir Fazl-i-Hussain and the Unionist 
Party. He, however, succeeded to nullify the Ahrar influence during the elections by 
raising the Shahid Ganj Mosque stunt. The Ahrar did not take part in the agitation. 
They feared that in case of their participation, the Punjab Government would crush 
them. On the other hand they knew that they would lose Muslim sympathies for not 
participating in an anti-Sikh movement Qadianis exploited the situation for their 
nefarious ends and spent thousands of rupees on defamation and character assassina- 
tion campaign of Ahrar leaders to wipe them completely out of the election arena. 

In order to achieve the desired political ends, Mirza Mahmud lavishly spent 
money to buy over a section of the Punjab press. He secretly financed a Hindu 
nationalist weekly the People, Lahore to promote contacts with the Congress and put 
pressure on the Punjab Administration. The Manager of the paper, Ram Pal frequent- 
ly visited Qadian to get money and policy line from Mirza Mahmud. After Ram Pal, 
Lala Feroz Chand became the Managing Editor of the paper and Dr Gopi Chand 
Bhargawa, its Managing Director. The paper became a daily under the new Ad- 
ministration and continued to tow Qadian line 4 Its policy was to sow the seeds of 
hatred among different Muslim organizations in order to disrupt their unity and to 
discredit the League’s leadership. 

Jamna Das Akhtar, a veteran Indian journalist who lived in Lahore before 
the Partition, says that Mirza Mahmud bought more than fifty thousand rupee shares 
of the new Limited Company which run the daily People? He intended to come openly 
on the Congress side and wanted to make a statement to that effect at the Annual 
Gathering of his community at Qadian in 1936 but shunned it perhaps on the request 
of Sir Zafarullah and/or on the persuasion of some of his British friends. It was also 
not in line with the policy of Sir Fazl-i-Hussain who wanted to strengthen the rank 
and file of the Unionist Party in the Punjab and relied on active support from Qadian. 
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The Muslim League was in search of support from the Punjab to contest the coming 
elections. The Quaitl visited Lahore in 1936. 

A meeting between the Ahrar leaders and the Quaid was held in May, 1936 
to forge an electoral alliance between the Muslim League and Majlis-i-Ahrar. It 
greatly perturbed Qadian. Qadiani-backed daily, the People warned the Quaid-e- 
Azam of arriving at some sort of alliance with the Ahrar and criticized their past role 
in Punjab politics. The paper advised the Quaid to learn a lesson from it if he wanted 
to live in peace. 1 

Alfazl earlier exhorted Muslims of Punjab to raise their voice against Mr 
Jinnah and persuade him to join Unionist Party . 

‘We can not utter any favourable note concerning the efforts of Mr. Jinnah. 
We have no doubt that his party will fall apart under the impact of its own absurdity.’ 2 

Qadianis felt relieved when Ahrar-League pact was not materialized. 17 May 
Alfazl expressed satisfaction over the failures of Mr Jinnah in Punjab. He left Lahore 
‘high and dr/, says the paper, and ‘no well known leader gave him a send off.’ The 
Ahrar and the Ithad-i-Millat Party of Zafar Ali Khan at first joined the League and 
later seceded and opposed the League in elections. 3 Mirca Mahmud spent a lot of 
money during the Punjab elections and Sir Zafarullah worked actively for the Unionist 
Party. 4 Qadiani missionaries made frequent tours of country areas and convinced the 
down trodden masses that the Unionists represented the rural as opposed to urban 
interests. An important section of the Hindu Jats and a group of Sikh agriculturists 
provided great support to the party in winning elections in the Punjab. 

Congress Ministries: In the 1937 elections, the Congress formed ministries in Madras, 
Bombay, the CP, the UP, Behar, Orissa, and the NWFP. It formed a coalition ministry 
in Assam. The Punjab and Bengal remained outside the sphere of the Congress 
Government. The League did not have a majority of its own in the provinces of Bengal, 
the Punjab, NWFP and Sind. In the Punjab it won only one seat. The Unionist Party 
formed the Government in the Punjab. On 14 October, 1937 Sir Sikandar Hayat 
concluded a pact with the League called Sikandar- Jinnah Pact. Nevertheless there 
occurred no change in the pattern of Punjab politics as Sikander continued to assure 
non Muslim members of the Unionist Cabinet that there would be no change in the 
policy of the party. 

The Qadiani press expressed satisfaction on the formation- of the Congress 
ministries in India. Sheikh Bashir Ahmad, President National League, in an address 
of welcome presented to Mirza Mahmud Ahmad made reference to the formation of 


1. Affaxl Qadian, 24 May, 1936 quoted from the People, Lahore. Sm ate Alfaxl 28 April to 17 May 1936 
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the Congress ministries and expressed his satisfaction and joy over acceptance of the 
offer by the Congress. 1 He made an earnest appeal to his Khalifa to guide the National 
League to redress the grievances of the humanity and solve intricate political and 
economic problems of India. 2 

Mirza Mahmud was quite satisfied at the League’s defeat in the Punjab. In 
one of his addresses, he criticized the League’s policy towards Qadianis and stated: 

‘No doubt we are widely opposed. Even the Muslim League which could not 
hold it sessions without my financial support, its Punjab Branch had decided to drop 
Ahmadis from its membership. Its leaders thought that in this way they could win 
votes. But God punished them and in the Punjab Assembly the Muslim League could 
get only one seat. In other words, they are just like us. It is our great success and a 
humiliating defeat for the League.’ 3 

The League and theCongress had a tough fight in Bijnore(UP)bye elections. 
It was a predominantly Muslim constituency. Hafiz Muhammad Abrahim was the 
Congress candidate and Abdul Sami, the League candidate. Pandit Nehru, Abdul 
Ghaffar Khan, Maulana Azad, Dr Syed Mahmud, Sir Wazir Hussain and Mufti 
Kifatullah conducted the election campaign of the Congress candidate. On the other 
hand, the Quaid-e-Azam, Maulana Shaukat Ali, Maulana Hasrat Mohani, Begum 
Muhammad Ali and Maulana Zafar Ali canvassed for the League’s candidate. Bijnore 
elections became a matter of prestige for two rival political organizations. Despite all 
efforts of the League, the Congress won the seat. 

Alfazl Qadian wrote an editorial under the title The Main Cause of Brilliant 
Success of the Congress and Failure of the League in Bijnore Elections. The paper 
criticized the League by calling it an ill-organized and an ineffective organization 
having hardly any mass followings. ‘Its failure at polls was inevitable’, 4 it said. ' 

The Lahore section of Qadiani Jamat lashed out at the Qadiani policy of 
cooperation with the Congress by reminding the followers of Mirza Mahmud of his 
shameful role in the past in organizing terrorist and espionage activities against the 
Congress movements in close collaboration with the British Imperialism. The 
Paigham-i-Sulh extensively quoted Mirza Mahmud’s speeches and addresses he 
delivered in support of the British Imperialism in the last two decades as well as his 
confessions in sabotaging the political movements launched by the Congress. It also 
deplored the way Qadiani press had gone jubilant over the Congress victory in the 
elections; 


In late 1937, Qadiani-Congress relations further strengthened. Paigh'am-i- 
Su/h wrote that Qadianis were fast promoting relations with the Congress. On 26 
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November, 1937 Qadiani Community invited leading Congress leaders-lado Rani 
Zutshi, President Punjab Congress and Comrade Giani Indirji to Qadian. A meeting 
was held at Qadian under the Chairmanship of Fateh Muhammad Sayal, Nazir-i-Aala 
(Chief Secretary) Qadian and speeches were delivered on ‘Muslim Mass Contact’ 
issue. The Congress Mass Contact movement was an attempt to win over the Muslims 
to the Congress ideology and programme. Discussions over the issue of Ahmadya’s 
joining the Congress also took place. It was finally decided by a majority vote that 
Ahmadya Jamat should join the Congress. In subsequent years Qadianis adhered to 
it till the partition of India J says an Ahmadi elder. 

In July, 1938 A/fazl wrote an editorial under the caption ‘Jamat Ahmadya 
and the Congress . ’ It says ‘since the time Jamat Ahmadya have changed its attitude to 
acquire its political and national rights and desire to join a party to serve the country, 
people are resorting to guess work. The Patiap Lahore in its 16 July, issue says that 
Jamat Ahmadya has been corresponding with the All India Congress Committee and 
had decided that every Ahmadi should join the Congress, if he was not a Government 
servant. The Congress High Command Maulana Azad, Subhash Chandra Bose and 
Mahatma Gandhi had assured Ahmadis that the Congress would not interfere in their 
proselytizing activities. 

Alfazl Qadian confirmed that the concerned Department of the Jamat had 
been entrusted with this work and was corresponding with the Congress High 
Command but'no final decision has been reached yet.’ 1 2 

The Ahsan, Lahore in its 16 July, issue disclosed that the Congress Committee 
recently set up in Qadian had three Ahmadis on its strength. It questioned since 
Ahmadis considered the obedience to the government an article of their faith, a fact 
supported by a bulk of. Ahmadya literature, the Congress would face a difficult 
situation if at any time it proposed to launch a Civil Disobedience Movement. The 
Qadianis would also be in a dilemma whether to support an anti-government move 
or not! To this Alfazl replied : 

‘Firstly when there is such a Government, the question of Civil Disobedience 
will not arise. Secondly, if the Congress derides to quit the Government and Ahmadis 
enjoyed its membership, they would advise it not to quit because it had a majority 
support. It should rather fight for its rights. However, in case of a difference over a 
matter of principle, Ahmadis, like others, would tender their resignations.’ 3 
Holy Terror: We again turn to Qadian and see what is going on there. It is a gruesome 
chapter of the history of Ahmadya movement. We see that the hirelings of Mirza 
Mahmud silenced the voices of those scrupulous and well-informed Ahmadis who 
dared to criticize his private life. Still many of his followers continued to level charges 
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of adultery against him. "Sheikh Abdul Rahman Misri, a top most mureed and the 
Principal Madrissa-e-Ahmadya, Qadian felt compelled by circumstances towrite three 
notes of warning to Khalifa Mahmud Ahmad that he should repent of his evil deeds 
and must reform his character. Otherwise Misri Sahib would have no alternative left 
but to put the whole case before an Enquiry Commission, to be appointed by the 
Qadiani Ahmadya Community. But Khalifa Mahmud Ahmad neglected the warning 
and persisted in his evil ways : and in addition, he started persecuting Sh. Abdul 
Rahman Misri and his few friends who sided with him. On some, even murderous 
attacks were made." 1 The horrifying and spine-chilling tales of boycott, assaults, 
disgraceful attitude towards women, burning of the houses etc represent Ahmadyat in 
its true colours. 2 

Sheikh Misri was forced to leave Qadian for fear of murder. He subsequently 
related reasons for his separation from Qadiani Community and his breaking pledge 
to Khalifa Mahmud. This statement was sworn in by Misri irt 1937 before a court which 
was incorporated by the High Court Punjab in its judgement: 3 

‘The present Khalifa (Mahmud Ahmad) is of very bad character. Behind the 
curtain of holiness he makes free with young women. For this nefarious work he has 
appointed certain male and female agents who act as go-betweens to entangle young 
girlsand boys. He has formed a coterie of his male and female friends and they indulge 
in adulterous orgies.’ 4 

Fukharuddin Multani, the son of a respectable Qadiani and himself a 
devotee of Mirza Mahmud raised voice against ‘His Holiness/ He was assassinated 
by Aziz Ahmad Qadiani. The case went to the High Court for appeal. All direct and 
indirect support was provided to the assassin. The Deputy Commissioner, Gurdaspur 
District, however, sent a message to Mirza Mahmud through Molvi Farzand Ali.ia 
Qadiani missionary, advising him not to provide open support to the assassin., That 
would make him a hero like Muhammad Ali Nosherharwi (the murderer of Muham- 
mad Hussain, a friend of Abdul Karim of Mubahila) and encourage others to commit 
similar offenses. Mirza Mahmud adopted a cautious behaviour as every one believed 
that the murder was a conspiracy hatched by him. Multani, before his death, gave a 
statement in which he held Syed Waliullah Shah and Mirza Mahmud responsible for 
the murderous attempt on his life. 5 To save him and his accomplices, Aziz Ahmad was 
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persuaded lo confess his guilt as his sole act committed as a result of Multani’s 
provocative writings and statements. 1 He was condemned to death by the court. A 
large number of Qadianis participated in his funeral prayer ‘to pay homage and shower 
the flowers of love on the spirit of sacrifice exhibited by him not for any mundane 
purpose but for the will of God’, says Mirza Mahmud. 2 

Booby Trap: The Lahore section of Ahmadya Jamat requested Mir/.a Mahmud to 
satisfy his opponents about his character for the sake of Ahmadyat and its founder. 
They exhorted Qadianis to ‘revolt’ against him by describing, among others, the Roufo 
scandal and Mirza Mahmud’s own confession of going to an opera house in Paris in 
1924 to see the aspect of nudity of the Western Society. 

Roufo was an Italian dancing girl employed by the Cecil Hotel, Lahore to 
perform in cabaret. Mirza Mahmud took her to Qadian on 3 March, 1934 for some 
unknown reasons. When the management of the hotel announced the cancellation of 
her performances in the press due to her sudden disappearance, her fans started a 
search and finally located her in the Qasar-i-Khilafat in Qadian. It was not clear why 
‘she went to such an holy place with such a holy man.’ In a Friday address, Mirza 
Mahmud disclosed that he invited her to Qadian in order to teach English to his wives 
and daughters.’ 3 She afterwards wanted to blackmail Mirza Mahmud and even 
approached Muhammad Munir, advocate (later Chief Justice of High Court, Lahore) 
to file a case of adultry against him but the matter was hushed up through the 
mediation of some influential persons of Lahore. She received a good amount of 
money to keep her mouth shut. 

The weekly Light, Lahore gave a good analysis of the developments in 
Qadian and suggested some remedial measures for it, obviously not acceptable to an 
egocentric head of Qadian community. 

The Paper says : 

"Recently there have been some very unfortunate developments in Qadian 
and it pains our heart to see how a great and promising movement that rose for the 
much longed-for revival of Islam has come to a crash. 

The details are too revolting to be put in black and white. Suffice it to say 
that two of the followers of the Khalifa Sahib (i.e., the present Mirza of Qadian) 
brought some very' heinous charges against the personal character of the Khalifa Sahib. 
Whether those charges are true or not, only a properly constituted tribunal can say: 
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But the fact that they have been brought by men both of whom have been the right 
hand men of the Khalifa Sahib, one of them being the Principal of the Institution 
where missionaries of the movement are trained, rules out the quest ion that they have 
been bought lightheartedly and as such should be summarily dismissed. In fact, coming 
as they do from close associate of the Khalifa Sahib, one of whom is universally known 
for his integrity, piety and sobriety. These charges, in the eyes of many, constitute a 
prima fade against the Khalifa Sahib and it should have been the foremost concern 
of the Khalifa Sabib and everyone jealous of his honour to see that stigma on his 
character is washed off. This, obviously, could be done only by a properly constituted 
tribunal. The Khalifa Sahib and his followers should have welcomed this suggestion 
as an opportunity to nail those charges to the counter. But instead of following this 
straight and simple course dictated both by common sense and honour, what are the 
various reactions of the Qadian Khalifat to these allegations? 

The first thing the Khilafat did was to start the propaganda that the mischief 
had been inspired by the Lahore group of the movemem...The Qadian Khilafat has, 
from its very inception, fostered a spirit of intense hatred against the Lahore group 
and every inconvenient thing which it cannot otherwise get rid of is hung on this peg. 
These charges too were likewise disposed of. But the question is: Does the fact that 
the charges have been brought at the instigation of somebody, in any way impugn the 
correctness or mitigate the gravity of those charges? The charges are there and only 
a duly constituted tribunal can wash them off. 

The tribunal, however, was the one thing, it seems, which they did not want 
and did everything in their power to avert. The machinery of propaganda was directed 
to the dissemination of the idea that under the Shariat of Islam a Khalifa is appointed 
by God direct and is answerable to God alone. No human being may question his 
conduct. The Quranic verse which formed the topic of the last two of our leading 
articles 1 was distorted to bear that meaning. On the face of it this amounts to seating 
the Khalifa Sahib in the scat of God and the Prophet. 

The other idea propagated in refutation of the charges was that under a 
particular Quranic verse the Khalifa can do no wrong. One cannot but deplore this 
logic. Here are men who, on personal experience, bring very serious charges against 
the Khalifa Sahib and in defence he quotes a Quranicverse to disprove these charges... 
Any interpretation of a Quranic verse which over rules facts must be a wrong 
interpretation. Facts must take precedence over every thing else and facts could be 
sifted only by a duly constituted tribunal." 2 

Molvi Muhammad Ali, head of the Lahore Section of Ahmadya cQmmunity 
deplored this state of affairs in his statement dated 9 December, 1938 : 
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‘He (Mirza Mahmud) may or may not admit. But it is a fact that such charges 
were levelled against him as imply aspersions on Qadian and the Promised Messiah. 
If I had been in Mian Sahib's place I would have met Molvi Abdul Karim’s (of 
Mubabila ) challenge by immediately denying on oath the charge, not for my own sake 
but for the sake of Qadian and the Promised Messiah. This was a straight course for 
exoneration which Mian Sahib did not adopt. Misri Sahib made a demand which was 
rather difficult. Bui in view of the disgrace that the rejection of his demand has brought 
in its wake, it is made easier to accept it and set up an Independent Commission to 
investigate the matter. After all the followers of Mian Sahib were bound to be the 
members of Commission. No body could assert that they could give an adverse verdict 
against their religious leader without rigorously sifting the evidence. On the contrary, 
their verdict would have been the same as is evident from their professions that even 
if they were to see Mian Sahib behaving in an objectionable manner they would belie 
their eyes.’ 1 

Instead of listening to the advice of "holy" members of Lahore Mirza 
Mahmud levelled counter charges in order to silence them. He threatened Molvi 
Muhammad All, Amir Jamat, Lahore to stop promoting vicious campaign against him 
otherwise he would have to launch a counter offensive of even greater intensity. In an 
address he threatened in these words : 

"Molvi Muhammad Ali says in the Paighn/ii-i-Sulfi , Lahore of 30 November, 
1938 that only the opponents of the Promised Messiah used to level charges 
against him. On the contrary his disciples level severe charges against him. 
People also level allegations against Molvi Sahib and his family but unlike 
him wc discourage and suppress them. If wc launch a similar movement 
against the Lahore Jamat they would find no place of refuge." 2 
Although Mirza Mahmud very shrewdly beguiled and tried to satisfy his 
followers yet some persons close to him kept on leveling allegation against his 
character, despite excesses of the Qadiani bully boys. A few ‘prisoners of conscience’ 
protested and left the Jamat for ever. The anti-Khalifa movement was l however, 
ruthlessly suppressed by Qadiani agents in collaboration with the Punjab Police. Still 
Mirza Mahmud continued to receive scores of anonymous letters from his followers 
every day. The letters contained bitter attacks on his ‘waywardness.’ He was charged 
with amassing wealth through every possible means in order to lead a luxurious life. 
He said to have sent four of his sons to London for studies at the cost of Jamat funds. 
He, however, denied the charge and explained that he had sold out his land for sending 
his sons abroad. Allegations were also leveled against his family members : Mirza 
Sultan Ahmad, (his late half brother) and his close associate (Sir Zafarullah). 

In an address he quotes the extracts of an anonymous letter : 
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If an adulterous (Zani) person like Mir/.u Sultan Ahmad is buried in the 
Cemetery of Paradise, will it still remain a holy place whose dwellers would go to 
Paradise... and if filthy men like Ch. Zafarullah Khan are entitled to burial in that 
Cemetery who could dare to call it a Bahishti Maqbara.” 1 

Mirza Mahmud tried to silence his gullible followers by saying that 
hypocrites (Munaflqin) had used to level such allegations not only against him but 
also against Hakim Nuruddin, the Promised Messiah and even the prophets. 2 Al- 
though not totally true, the Lahore group, however, did take interest in ‘instances of 
waywardness’ of Mirza Mahmud and even encouraged those who created embarrass- 
ment for Qadian Jamal. Almost all Qadiani dissidents sought refuge at Lahore. 
Besides others, Sheikh (ihulum Muhammad son ofMistri Din Muhammad lived in 
Ahmadya Building, Lahore. He called hintself a reformer and Muslih Maood 
propheeised by the Mirza. His book Hoa-i-Hizwnn Kcc Nat/u/at (1939) exposed Mirza 
Mahmud's claim of being a Promised son. He intensified his campaign against Mirza 
Mahmud, probably at the behest of Lahore section when Khilafat Jubilee Celebrations 
were going on in Qadian in 1939. Ahmadya Jamats passed numerous protest resolu- 
tions against his ‘provocative prophecies and statements.’ The copies of resolutions 
were sent to the Punjab Government for necessary action . Mir/.a Mahmud privately 
instructed his mercenaries to launch a counter offensive against the memhers of 
Lahore Janiat in a secret and cautious manner to pay them in same coin. 


ooq Qadian, 7 September. 1838 
Farooq Qadian 21 March, 1039 
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We have discussed the role of Qadiani spies in some foreign lands. Qadiani 
missionaries played a diabolical game in many countries. They got themselves engaged 
in grim business under the religious cover and immensely helped the British Im- 
perialism flourish abroad. Qadiani Foreign Missions were the invisible arms of the 
British MI 5. There was an intelligence pool in Qudian to field agents in British 
Colonies with Mirza Mahmud at the head of the mysterious network. 

By 1934, the Qadiani espionage system was considerably developed. Earlier, 
its sphere of influence was limited and only a selected few operated in foreign 
countries. Zainulabdin Waliullah (Syria, Palestine), Abdul Rehman and Ghulam Nabi 
(Egypt), Molvi Abdul Latif and Nainitullah (Afghanistan), Molvi Amin and Zahoor 
Hussain (Central Asia) were some of the spies who had been sent abroad in 
collaboration with the British Intelligence under the cover of Ahmadya missionaries 
to operate spy cells overseas. They kept close liaison with the British Embassies/mis- 
sions, leading Jewish firms, Zionist organizations and other clandestine institutions to 
launch their espionage and sabotage offensives. They received financial help from 
varied secret agencies for their covert operations. 

New Scheme : In the last months of 1934, Mirza Mahmud setforth a 19„point scheme 
called Tahrik-e-Jadui (New Scheme). Its central object was the expansion of the 
‘missionary’ activity. It called upon the Qadianis to take to simple habits in diet and 
dress, and food and to finance a new permanent fund so that expansion activity of the 
missionary enterprise could be sustained. Initially the operation of the scheme was 
limited to three years, but before the expiry of the period it was made permanent. To 
finance the scheme he appealed to the community to provide Rs.27,500 for the 
expenses of the first year. The Community made a good response by providing 
Rs. 107,000. He placed few demands before his followers for stimulating their moral 
and spiritual qualities. A Trust Fund was created and the you ngrnen were exhorted to 
venture out into foreign countries to work there as volunteer Alimadi missionaries 
with financial help from Qadian for few months only. 1 

Under the scheme a network of Foreign Missions was set up in many British 
colonies and soon its budget ran into millions of rupees. Qadiani missionaries knew 
the land and language of the country where they had to undertake their missions.They 
could conduct themselves at various places, deal with people and important persons, 
keep up with the latest events, infiltrate into social and professional organizations to 
collect intelligence, commit acts of sabotage and safeguard the Imperialist interests 
at the risk of their own lives. 


Sir Zo/arullah, Ahmadyat. P.27Z 
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Master of Dirty Tricks: It will be interesting to give an extract from a Friday Address 
of Mirza Mahmud to assess the nature of the Ahmadya missions in their true 
perspective: 

"Keep aside all those services we rendered for the British in India and take 
only those our Jamat have been rendering outside India for the British Government. 
I have already pointed out that we did not know the reason for the death of Sahihzada 
Abdul Latif Shaheed. We heard different rumours but had no exact information about 
it. After a long time, I happened to come across a book in a library which had gone 
oul*of print. It was written by an Italian Engineer 1 who held a responsible post in 
Afghanistan. He says that Sahibzada Abdul Latif (Qadiani) was stoned to death in 
Afghanistan because he preached against Jehad. The Afghan Government was afraid 
lest his preaching should extinguish the flame of liberty burning in the hearts of Afghan 
and lead to British domination over them... This statement coming as it does from 
such an authentic source conclusively proves that if Sahibzada Abdul Latif had 
refrained from preaching against Jehad, the Afghan Government would not have felt 
the necessity of putting him to death... Thus if our men had not uttered any word 
relating to Jehad and had not preached Ahmadya beliefs, the Afghan Government 
had no objection from religious point of view (for their stay). But they fell victim to 
their overzealous loyalty for the British Government and were penalized for it. They 
carried with them that enthusiasm from Qadian. They saw in Qadian that Ahmadya 
Jamat praised the British rule and called it a just Government and considered it 
absolutely unlawful to wage Jehad against it due to the absence of certain conditions, 
they accordingly launched a crusade against Jehad and preached loyalty for the British 
in their homelands and had to give their lives for it. 

A large number of Ahmadis arc living in other countries of the world 
specially in the United States where there are 25-30 Ahmadya Centres and hundreds 
of Ahmadis are living there. Then comes the Dutch Indies i.e. Java and Samatra. There 
are thousands of Ahmadis in these countries. In the Dutch Indies the Ahmadi converts 
are mostly those men who had been previously the followers of Bolshevism. They had 
repented and had been preaching the doctrine of peace 'and are loved by their 
Governments. 

It is but natural that in all our addresses, sermons, books, periodicals and 
daily newspapers we keep on repeating our belief that the British are just and loving 
people. They do not discriminate against religious seas and endeavour to promote 
peace. Ahmadis living abroad are being influenced by our literature and believe that 
although they are not under the British rule yet the British are just rulers because, their 
religious centre praised them. In this way, thousands of men living either in America, 
Holland or other parts of world, thought loyal to their Governments, have also been 
admiring the British. 

1. F.A.Martin, Under the Absolute Amir, London 1 907 
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One time the German agents put all their efforts to create a breach between 
the American and the British Governments but the credit goes to Ahmadis who 
repudiated false ideas and were not taken in by the Germans for they had been inspired 
by the pro-British Ahmadya literature. Similarly the Dutch Indies, for its geographical 
proximity with Japan and being an emerging champion of Asian independence 
considers the British Government a main obstacle in her plans. Whenever any 
anti British movement arises, the Ahmadisof the Dutch Indies, while preaching loyalty 
for their Government, persuade others not to condemn the British and praise them 
for being good and just rulers. 

How could people of other Governments and nations show such sympathetic 
attitude to the British to the extent of justifying their mistakes? They were merely 
bewitched by the voice they heard from Qadian. It spread over all countries of the 
world. The Ahmadis parrot-like repeated all that was blurred from Qadian. 

The main thing which I (Mirza Mahmud) regard of great importance and 
cannot overlook it at any cost is the urge on a large part of Asia for independence. 
The Asians consider the British their enemy in achieving their goal of freedom. Do 
not be misled by simple news items describing Turkey a well-wisher of the British nor 
believe in the statements either that the Afghan Government wants friendly relations 
with the English or the news that Japan or China have entered into friendship with 
the British. Don’t be deceived by these press reports . On the basis of my own reports 
I know that a majority of the educated class whether living in Iran, Arab, Japan or 
Turkistan is the bitter enemy of the British. They held them responsible for creating 
hurdles in achieving their goals. The educated class in Japan considers that had there 
been no Britishers they would have ruled Asians. The people of China say that only 
due to the intervention of the British many Governments did not come to their side 
against Japan. You can judge the internal conditions of Afghanistan and the Afghan 
policy towards the English from the assassination of Sahibzada Abdul Latif. Similar 
conditions prevail in Iran and Arab lands. 

As when it was widely believed that Ahmadis were the agents of the British, 
the educated class of a country wasnot prepared to listen to us. They thought, although 
we preached in the name of religion yet we were the British agents. It was such a 
widespread belief that when our ‘Mosque’ was built in Germany, a higher official of 
a Ministry either visited our ‘mosque’ or informed of his participation. No time was 
lost by the Egyptians and Indians to lodge a complaint with the German Government 
that Ahmadis were the agents of the British Government and had come to Germany 
to strengthen their base . 1 It was strange that a Minister had participated in a reception 


MoM Sadar Din, Ahmadya Missionary Lahore, was oho called a 
termed as a British enclave buill with' the British financial aid fo 
Ahmadya Anjuman Lahore, P.83) Beilin Mission was of special 
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organized by them. The German Government took strong exception to it and an 
explanation from the concerned Minister was called for his participation in the 
reception of Ahmadya Community." 

What happened during that reception is interesting to state here. The 
correspondence of a leading daily writes: 

"Mubarak All made a speech in English and in consequence several Egyp- 
tians interrupted him frequently, one crying out in a loud voice. Why do you speak the 
hated English language?" Another shouted : ‘What you arc saying is all lies ; that is 
not a ‘mosque’ but an English barracks built with English money.’ This gave rise to a 
wordy conflict between the adherents of different Muhammadan movements, and 
finally the police had to interfere and turn out the interrupters." 2 

The same correspondent also reports that the Committee of the Egyptian 
National Party in Berlin addressed a letter to the Pan-Germanic Press stating that the 
Ahmadiah movement was composed of a group of English and Indians pursuing a 
purely British Colonial policy with a view of exercising strong influence on the Islamic 
world. The Committee adds, ‘Our duty as nationalist and Moslems is to put ourselves 
on guard against this dangerous movement. Otherwise we shall be dragged into the 
British hell. 3 

At the end of his lengthy address Mirza Mahmud says : 

"It was so widely held that Ahmadya community is the British agent and the 
idea was so deeply rooted in the hearts of people that many top most political leaders 
confidentially asked me whether that was right and the Ahmadya Community secretly 
worked in collaboration with the British Government. Dr Syed Mahmud who is 
presently (1935), the Secretary of the All India National Congress once came to 
Qadian. He disclosed when Pandit Jawaharla! Nehru came back from his visit' to 
Europe, the very first thing he uttered was about his experience regarding the 
Ahmadya community. He declared that he had a bitter experience from his European 
tour. If people of India desired to weaken the British rule in India they must at first 
weaken the Ahmadya community. It means that every body believes Ahmadya Jamat 
represented the British interests and are their agents." 4 

British Protection: Before discussing the political role of Qadiani missionaries in 
foreign lands, we explain the policy of British Imperialism towards Qadiani missions 
as given by Mirza Mahmud in one of this addresses. After comparing the support 
provided by the British Government with that of other colonial powers, he emphasizes: 
"Our past Fifty-year experience shows that the British Government is the best 
of all other Governments for us. Then comes Holland. We preached in Java ajid 


1 Aiful Qadian, 6 August, 1935 
2. Ttie Mo slim Worid, Janua/y, 1924 
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Samaira and found the Dutch cooperating with us to the extent of justice. After these 
two Governments comes the UnitedStates... We are highly indebted to the US because 
it had allowed our old missionaries to live there. The Dutch Government also owes 
our gratitude. There arc many Ahmadya centres in Java and Samatra. The Dutch 
Consuls had also visited Qadian to see me. They told me that since a large number of 
Ahmadis lived in their count ry/they desired to avail the chance to see their Centre. 
One of the Consuls was specially sent by the Dutch Government to collect information 
about the Centre directly. 

Except these two Governments, (America and Dutch Indies), other Govern- 
ments are hostile to our foreign missionaries. After allowing one month stay they kick 
out our missionary from their country. Then he goes to the next country. There also 
he had to leave after 2 or 4 months. He then moves to another country where he is 
ordered to leave immediately. Do you want the rule of these hostile Governments who 
kick out Ahmadya missionaries front their countries thereby closing the door for the 
propagation of Islam and Ahmadyat." 1 

A leading member of Lahore section of Ahmadya community disclosed: 

"In large number of countries Ahmadis are considered spies. The late 
Khawaja Kamaluddin used to say that in whatever country he had a chance to go he 
heard people say that Ahmadis were secret agents and spies of the (British) Govern- 
ment. Whether it is true or not the people were right in saying so. Mian (Mirza 
Mahmud) himself has admitted in his addresses that he had been involved in spying 
and clandestine activities for the British Government." 2 

Singapore: Ghulam Hussain Iyaz was sent to Singapore by Mirza Mahmud in 1935 
under the Tehrik Jadid scheme. 3 He stayed there for few days then he had to flee to 
Malaya due to the strong opposition of Jamiat-e-Dawah-tul-Islnm, Singapore. 
Maulana Abdul Aleem Siddiqui (father of Maulana Shah Ahmad Noorani) exposed 
the evil designs of Qadianism. 

After the outbreak of War, Japan captured the Philippines, Malaya, Sin- 
gapore etc. In December, 1941 when the Japanese invaded North Malaya and defeated 
the British forces there, Cap. Mohan Singh cooperated with the Japanese Forces to 
organize an Indian Army to fight against the British. After the fall of Singapore on 15 
February, 1942 Col Hunt, on behalf of British Government handed over 40,000 POWS 
to Maj. Fujihara, a representative of the Japanese Government, who in turn handed 
them over to Cap. Mohan Singh. Many Indian soldiers joined the Indian' National 
Army (INA) at the behest of Mohan Singh and Rash Bihari Bose who had already 
settled in Japan. 


1 . Farooq , Qadian , 1 4 October, 1 839 

2. Dr Bashar al Ahmad, MiratuMkhiatof, Lahore, 1938, P.62 
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What role did the Qadiani missionary play during the critical period of the 
War when the IN A was fighting against the Imperialist forces in the Far East'! Alfaii 
gives its details : 

in early 1942 when Japsnese arrived in Singapore, a propaganda campaign 
started for the formation of an Indian army with the Japanese help. In May, Mohan 
Singh formed the INA and the League. Those Indian soldierswho opposed them were 
shifted to the city to take refuge there. Most of them asked for assistance from Molvi 
Iyaz. Molvi Sahib managed to hidc20 Indian soldiers at different places. Many soldiers 
refused to join the INA. They were subjected to torture and their signatures were 
forcibly obtained. When Molvi Sahib came to know about it he went to their camps 
to persuade them not to renounce their allegiance to the British. They made a petition 
that their religion did not permit them to join the INA. The Japs immediately removed 
those soldiers to concentration camps who opposed them. Ahmadi soldiers were also 
sent to the camps and were subjected to severe physical torture.’ 

The official organ of the Ahmadya community writes: "On the basis of 
revelations of the Promised Messiah and the prophetic dreams and inspirations of 
Hazoor (Mirza Mahmud), God Himself revealed to (Molvi Ayaz) the inception, 
spread, harmful effects and a miserable end of the (INA). He accordingly launched a 
bitter campaign against it. The INA soldiers and the Japanese perpetuated cruelties 
on Molvi Sahib. All the members of Ahmadya Community were also terrorised." The 
paper says: 

"Once Molvi Ayaz was arrested on the charge of propagating against the 
INA in a camp. He was tried in a court. Before any judgement could be passed God 
sealed the fate of Mohan Singh and records of the INA were burnt. The Japanese 
again sent the soldiers to Pow Camps and civilians were removed to different places. 
Afterwards due to the efforts of Rash Bihari Bose and Subash Chandra Bose, the INA 
was reorganized and spread its tentacles. Molvi Sahib intensified his opposition 
campaign. The matter was also discussed in the Japanese Council regarding Molvi 
Iyaz’s anti-INA activities and his immediate arrest was demanded. ..Molvi Sahib 
provided food, clothes and money to Indian Pows which obviously was an offense in 
the Japs eyes. He also brought round an active member and an officer of the INA and 
arrayed anti-INA forces to sabotage it from within. Three hundred soldiers were 
organized in a camp and 20 in another one besides 200 civilians. The Ammunition 
Depot of the INA in Singapore was under their control. In the event of an attack on 
Singapore the world would have seen what they could have done and how determined 
they were! claims Molvi Ayaz in his report." He then adds: 

"In early 1945, Sirmban was sent to Lasamber to make, contacts with the 
British guerilla troops. One of their representatives also came to see us. He was given 
full intelligence on the Japanese defence potential and preparations mide by pro- 
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British forces. He proposed that in the event of an expected attack on Singapore they 
should come out under a Communist Flag. His proposal was simply rejected. We 
strongly emphasized that we would come out only under the British Union Jack. The 
representative had to concede our request. He was a Chinese national and seemed to 
have been influenced by the Communist ideas." 1 

The Japanese took control of Singapore and put ban on all registered 
political, religious and trade societies. Anjuman-i-Ahmadya was not a registered body. 
It did not come under the ban. However the Qadiani agents went underground to 
carry out their covert activities. 

Tarikh-e-Afunadyat quotes a Pow to describe the hardships Molvi Ayaz 
faced during the Japanese occupation of Singapore. He was subjected to severe torture 
for launching a propaganda campaign against Japan. The police got his name written 
at the top of the Black Sheet in the Government record 2 Tarikh-c-Ahmadyat says 
that reports on the activities of Molvi Ayaz were sent daily to the concerned authorities 
and all the time the Japanese Military Police and CID were after him. 3 
Japan: The other Tarikh-e-Jadid Missionary Soofi Abdul Qadeer Niaz left Qadian 
for Japan in June, 1935. He set up a mission there and started his political activities 
in collaboration with the clandestine Imperialist organizations. Tarikh-e-Ahmadyat 
says that the Japanese Government had got doubts about him since the time he 
reached Japan. The Japanese police had kept a very strict watch on his activities. He 
was ultimately arrested on the charge of spying for the British. 4 /!//^/ Qadian admits: 

‘Soofi Abdul Qadeer Niaz Ahmadi Mujahid was arrested by the Government 
of Japan on the charge of spying but has now been released.’ 5 

To assist Soofi Qadeer, Mirza Mahmud sent Abdul Ghafoor Jallundhari, 
the brother of notorious Allah Ditta Jallundhari to Japan. He returned to Qadian in 
July, 1938 leaving Abdul Ghafoor to organize the ‘mission.’ The activities of Japan 
Mission can be noted from a (political) report Abdul Ghafoor sent to Qadian in 
August, 1939 : 

‘Letters were written to some new friends to introduce Ahmadyat. The 
Japanese language is being studied. Mr. Tomita (some local agent-compiler) came to 
see me. He worked out a solution to the problem of stopping agitation against the 
British in Qubey. He also told me that there were one million people who 
demonstrated 6 (against the British). 

During the Second War when the Japanese agents were very active in India, 
the British CID persuaded Mirza Mahmud to place the services of Soofi Niaz and 
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Abdul Ghafoor at their disposal for subversion in Japan. Mirza Mahmud states that 
a senior C1D official asked Soofi Niaz to give certain information on Japan and the 
details of his activities. That CID official even threatened Soofi to impart all secret 
informations otherwise he would be arrested under Defence of India Rules. Later on 
Soofi’s name was included in the list of suspects and goonda elements and remained 
under police surveillance. Some high officials and senior CID officers were managing 
these affairs. Similarly Molvi Abdul Ghafoor was called to Amritsar by the Police and 
asked to reveal the nature of his mission in Japan. He was persuaded to go to Japan 
as a British spy. Mirza Mahmud deplored that if the Governments of Japan, America, 
Russia, Italy, Spain, Germany etc. would have come to know of it and consider 
Ahmadya missionaries as British spies, they would never allow them to set up missions 
there and would arrest and expel them. 1 

Java: There lived many Qadiani spies in Java. Among them, Abdul Sani, Molvi 
Rehmat Ali, Shah Muhammad and Malik Aziz Ahmad were stated to be involved in 
underground political activities at the time of War. Molvi Abdul Wahid, was appointed 
Tarikh-e-Jadid missionary by Mirza Mahmud. In March 1942, Java fell to Japan. Many 
notorious Qadiani agents were arrested by the Japanese secret police on the charges 
of subversion and spying. 

On 22 February, 1946 Abdul Wahid wrote a letter to Mirza Mahmud which 
gives the political nature of Qadiani mission operating in Indo-China. He says, "At 
the time of the Japanese control (in Java) I (Abdul Wahid), Abdul Sani and 
Muhammad Yahya, the President of Jamat Garot were arrested on 8 March, 1944 on 
the 'charge that Ahmadya Jamat was the British spy organization. All of us were 
arrested at 2.00 a.m. and the Japanese put us in a jail in Bandong. After four days, six 
office holders of Jamat Ahmadyat Nasik, Malaya were arrested and lodged in the same 
jail. After about twelve days Syed Shah Muhammad Mujahid and Malik Aziz'Khan 
Mujahid were hauled up from Kabosin and put in this jail. 

The Japanese Intelligence Ken peitai asked us the following questions in 
many different ways : 

Who is the founder of Ahmadya Organization? 

What are the aims and objects of Jamat Ahmadya? 

What are the Ahmadya beliefs? 

How the Sadar Anjuman Ahmadya (the Central Ahmadya Body) functions? 

What is bait, the oath of allegiance? 

What is meant by subscriptions? , 1 

What is the relationship of Indonesian Ahmadya Organizations with 
Qadian? 


T ar*h-«-Ah rnadyal Vol IX, P.271 
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At last a top official of the Japanese Secret Police announced, ‘the man who 
built up the superstructure of Ahmadyat possessed the world’s best brain. But perhaps 
you do not know that the secret and invisible hands of the British operate behind the 
Ahmadya movement.’ ‘Although we repeatedly refuted yet he insisted that Sadar 
Anjuman Ahmadya functions under the British influence. After 83 days of arrest we 
were released from the jail.’ 1 

Another Qadiani spy Mofvi Mohyuddin mysteriously disappeared in Java. 
It caused a concern in Qadian. Mirza Mahmud threw light on this incident : 

‘Ai first Japan took control of Java and Samatra. Then an independent 
Indonesian Government was set up. Afterwards the British tried to plant the Dutch. 
Now a Republican Government has been set up. Our Janiat underwent many ordeals. 
When the Japanese were in power they ill-treated Ahmadis. Gradually they became 
severe to them because people made many complaints against Ahmadis. On receipt 
of such complaints arrests were made. They were then fully determined to crush 
Ahmadis but God suddenly destroyed their Government. In Indonesia, the 
Republican Government was established. During their term and even before the 
Republicans came to power, people made efforts on individual basis to safeguard their 
rights and Ahmadya Jamat supported them. The Republican Government generally 
behaved well with us and its officials meted out good behaviour and maintained 
friendly relations with us. That is why our missionaries are still working in Java 
although they have to work very slowly. There is, however, no obstruction in their 
work, as is evident from their letters. Certain top officials and even some ministers 
used to see our missionaries and get their advice. They also send messages to India 
through our missionaries. Molvi Mohyuddin, a member of our Jamat held a respect- 
able position there and was also respected by the Republican officials. We have come 
to know from the letter of Molvi Rehmat Ali and the letters from our other friends . 
that some one raided his house at night and then arrested and kidnaped him to some 
unknown place. It is not yet clear who had arrested him. One month, nay one and a 
half month has passed but no information has been received about his whereabouts 
or the person responsible to arrest him.’ 2 

The Japanese Secret Police also arrested a notorious Qadiani spy Muham- 
mad Sadiq. He was charged with spying for the British. It was proved in a trial and he 
was hanged. 3 Tarikh-e- Ahmadyat says that Muhammad Sadiq’s name was written in 
the Black List of the Japanese Government. 4 

Indonesia: In August, 1945 the Indonesian people announced the creation of a 
Republic. The Western Imperialist powers hurried in their efforts to strangle the, 
revolution. Since the Netherlands, which at the time barely freed itself ftjom'the 
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German Fascist occupation was still too weak to wage an armed struggle against the 
Indonesian patriots, the role was subsequently taken over by Britain. Late in Septem- 
ber, 1945 Anglo-Indian forces landed in Jakarta under the pretext of the necessity tc 
disarm the Japanese troops. Using their traditional treacherous tactics, the Anglo 
Dutch interventionists first initiated negotiations with the Government of the 
Republic in order to lull the vigilance of the patriots and then deliberately torpedoed 
the talks and provoked a sanguinary armed conflict. 

Molvi Muhammad Sadiq, Qadiani missionary Paidang (Samatra) sent four 
questions to Mirza Mahmud on 4 January, 1946 which concerned the role of Ahmadis 
during the Indonesian liberation movement against the foreign rulers. In reply to these 
questions Mirza Mahmud advised Ahmadis to obey the orders of the Indonesian 
Republic, it had genuinely established itself by the people’s support. The Western 
countries would, however, help the Dutch and did not allow the Indonesians to 
establish a free and independent Government. It would however be in the larger 
interest of Indonesians to come to an agreement with the Dutch’, 1 2 he remarked. 

In India people extended full support to the Indonesian patriots. Mass 
meetings were held in India in protest against the decision of the British Government 
to use the Anglo Indian army in support of the Dutch Imperialists. On 25 October, 
(1946) Indonesia Day was widely observed throughout India. Indian dockers refused 
to load ships sailing for Indonesia with military cargoes. The RIN sailors who 
‘mutinied’ in Bombay demanded the withdrawl of the Anglo Indian troops from 
Indonesia. In the middle of 1947 the British troops were forced to withdraw from 
Indonesia. 

Ethiopia: Dr Nazir Ahmad was sent to Abyssina in August, 1935 as the Tahrikh 
missionary. In those days Italy was atwar with Abyssina. The Qadiani agent established 
a political centre in the name of an Ahmadya Mission and preached Qadianj creed in 
a traditionally tricky manner. In May, 1936 Abyssina fell to Italy and King Hailsalasi 
fled to Britain. Under the changed circumstances, Dr Nazir fled to the Middle East 
and reached Palestine where a strong anti Zionist movement was going on under the 
leadership of Mufti Amin ul Hussaini. 

In 1940, he moved to Mecca and after getting involved in numerous political 
activities escaped to Qadian. During the War, Mirza Mahmud sent him again to 
Ethiopia and Aden then in the grip of strong anti British movement. The Arabs spotted 
the British agent in a short time and demanded his expulsion. Once Arabs and 
Somalians raided the mosque to liquidate him. He was however, saved by the CID. 

Tarikh-e-Ahmadyat records his report: ' 

‘One day Arabs and Somalians raided the mosque to kill me (Dr Nazir). The 
Government knew about it. A CID official came and stood close to me and told in 
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English that he had been ordered to escort him to his place safely because people 
were standing in and outside the mosque with sticks and knives and had a bad intention 
about you. I said, I can not disobey the Government. Let us leave. 1 
Eastern Europe: Qadianis had a special mission to perform in East European 
countries. With the rise of the Nazi power in Germany and Hitler’s war policy towards 
Europe, Jews started fleeing to pro-Zionist countries. Qadiani missionaries had been 
active in Eastern European countries since 1935. In January, 1936. Mirza Mahmud 
sent Ahmad Khan Iyaz to Budapist (Hungary). He succeeded to convert 35 persons 
to Qadianism. 2 3 He collaborated with the reactionary and disgruntled elements who 
were responsible to foment civil disturbance in Budapist in collaboration with the 
British elements. 

In February, 1937 Mirza Mahmud appointed M. Ibrahim Nasir to take charge 
of the Hungary mission and ordered Ayaz to move to Poland. He claims that he had 
made that decision on the request of Mufti i Azam Poland Dr Y aqub Shankiftask when 
he called on him during his stay in India. Earlier Ibrahim Nasir was designated to 
take the charge of American mission but the US Government did not allow him entry 
due to certain undefined reasons. Nasir received British aid in carrying out his 
‘missionary’ work in Hungary on a larger scale. He returned to Oadian in November, 
1938. 

When Ayaz started his missionary work in Poland after coming from 
Hungary in April, 1936 he was detected by the Polish secret Police as a secret agent. 
They kept a close watch on his activities. As soon as his visa expired, he was refused 
further stay. He tried hard to prolong his stay but the Polish Government refused an 
extension and ordered him to leave the country immediately. He moved to Czechos- 
lovakia in early 1938. Despite the covert British politicalsupport, he did not succeed 
to set up a mission there.The Warsaw Intelligence (STB) forced him to leave the 
country as early as possible. . 

Albania and Yugoslavia: Qadiani agents were also running their missions in Albania 
and Yugoslavia since April, 1936 when Muhammad Din was sent to Albania from 
Qadian. There was great unrest in the country and a movement was going on against 
Ahmad Zogo Bey’s Government. In accordance with the political needs of the time, 
Muhammad Din prepared and disseminated anti-Jehad literature and sang the songs 
in praise of British Imperialism. The Muslim leaders in Albania were alarmed at his 
activities. He was suspected a British spy and expelled from Albania. Qadian instructed 
him to go Belgrade where another British spy Sharif Dotsa had already been serving 
the Imperialist cause. They set up a centre at Kosawa near Albania in July, 1937. 
Kosawa was under the administrative control of Yugoslavia. Yugoslavian Intelligence 
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suspected the activities of Qadiani agents and Muhammad Din was ordered to leave 
the country on 5 June, 1938 He went to Bulgaria and then to Italy. During the Second 
War he reached Egypt. He returned to Oadian in March, 1941. 

Tarikh-e-Ahmadyat records : ‘Molvi Muhammad Din went to Albania on 
the directive of the Khalifa. The ruler of Albania and its people were like Pathans of 
our tribal area. When Molvi Sahib preached against the Jehad the people reported to 
the Police that the newcomer did not believe in Jehad and was preaching against it. 
One day the police suddenly removed him to an unknown place for interrogation and 
imposed restrictions on his movements. He was ordered to wait till further orders from 
their top officials. After a few days, the police deported him to Yugoslavia. He stayed 
on the border area of Albania and Yugoslavia in accordance with the directives of the 
centre (Qadian) and continued to preach Ahmadya creed there. He opened a tea stall 
in partnership with a local person which was used as a cover for preaching. The 
proposal to open a stall was given to him by Sharif Dotsa, the member of Belgrade 
Municipal Committee whose younger brother was a lieutenant in the army.’ 1 2 

The Qadiani historian further adds: 

‘The circumstances suddenly changed. The papers of Albanian Police 
reached Belgrade Police. They raided Molvi Din Muhammad’s place who at that time 
was outside his mission place. The suspicions of the police further strengthened. They 
continued to make raids on the place till he was arrested and ordered to leave Belgrade 
within 24 hours. Sharif Dotsa and his brother could not help him in these political 
affairs. Molvi Sahib also advised them to keep themselves aloof. 3 He was deported to 
Greece from where he went to see Malik Muhammad Sharif, Ahmadya missionary in 
Italy.’ 

Sharif Dotsa and all of his family members were later killed by the Com- 
munist Government of Albania in July, 1936. He was called 'a reactionary and 
Imperialist agent. His son Behram fought against the Government with the British aid 
but failed in his mission. Mirza Mahmud paid him tribute for his struggle against the 
Albanian regime. 4 

Spain: Muhammad Sharif Gujrati left for Spain in February, 1936 under the Tartkh- 
e-Jehad programme. Anarchy prevailed in Spain and the Italian, German and British 
Imperialist powers had their stakes in the Civil War. General Franco aspired for 
power. Tarikh-e-Ahmadyat says ‘When the Civil War took a sharp turn, the British 
Consul at Madrid summoned him to the Consulate and ordered him to leave for 
London alongwith the other British subjects.* 5 He received fresh instructions from 
Qadian during his stay in London and was instructed to go to GibraSter, Due to certain 
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restrictions on the movements of foreigners during the War he made his way to Italy, 
in accordance with the instructions from Qadian. 

During his short stay in Spain, Sharif Gujrati converted the President of the 
Madrid Bar Association to Qadianism. He was christened Count Ghulam Ahmad. 
Qadiani Count was a paid agent of the British Consulate, Madrid. He afterwards fled 
to Albania to save himself from the persecution of Spanish Police. 1 2 
— The Spain Mission was closed and after the World War Second, Karam lllahi 
Zafar was sent to Madrid to open a new mission. Further story will be described later 
on. 

Italy: Sharif Gujrati arrived in Italy in January, 1937. He started his work on a smaller 
scale as he feared strong opposition from Roman Catholic missionaries. However his 
political activities continued unabetted as is evident from a report which he sent to 
Qadian: 

‘Christian sects use cinema for preaching purposes. I have decided to preach 
Ahmadya beliefs through writings, addresses and film. A film on past religious heads 
of the world can be made. I have a plan in my mind to compile a book on the principles 
of film making. The thought came to my mind after reading (Mirza Mahmud’s) Present 
to Prince of Wales. Its name will be ‘The British Empire Forever’. It will relate to the 
British Government and explain that under the existing circumstances an international 
culture and morality can be evolved after following in the foot steps of Ahmadyat. 

During the Second War, he was arrested and put in a jail by the Italian police. 
He was called an agent of the Allies and an enemy of the Axis powers. After the fall 
of Italy, he contacted an Indian Commander of the Allied Army to secure his release. 
His wife Salima Khatoon who was in jail was also released. He was given a job in the 
Florence University. 

After the War, Mirza Mahmud sent two missionaries viz: Master Ibrahim 
Khalil and Molvi Muhammad Osman to Italy to assist Sharif in his work who was again 
appointed missionary incharge there. They were instructed to set up a mission in 
Messiana. The Government of Italy, however, refused them a longer stay and ordered 
them to leave the city within 24 hours. 3 As a result of these measures, the mission had 
to be closed down in Italy in 1949. 

USA : In post -World War I, many Muslims from the Near East went to America and 
settled in great commercial centres like New York, Boston, Philadelphia, Pittsburgh, 
Detroit, Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Louis, San Francisco and los Angeles. Early Qadiani 
mission was set up in Highland Park, a suburb of Detroit where there was the largest 
Muslim settlement of America between seven to eight thousand of the total Muslim 
population of above fifty thousands. They were employed in the Ford Motor Company. 
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The Muslim Wo/ltf reports : ‘Muhammad Karoub, a wealthy real estateman 
built the mosque and opened it in Detroit, Michigan, USA in August, 1921. This was 
the only place of worship for Muslims in North America and a symbol of Islam in the 
Western World. He came to Detroit from Syria as penniless immigrant and by labour 
in an automobile factory and investments in real estates acquired sufficient wealth. 
Unfortunately after a few month it seemed that the mosque had to be dosed and to 
be tom down because of the dissension in the ranks of Muslims and lack of interest 
on the part of most of them in mosque services. Mr. Karoub proposed to raze the 
edifice and dispose of the real estate. He spent about $ 55,000 in its construction. 
Highland Park placed the property on its tax assessment roll, and Mr. Karoub was 
compelled to pay taxes on the mosque, because the city tax officials held that it was 
‘vacant property*, and not used for religious worship. 

Karoub prepared a plan for the mosque which was completed and dedicated 
7 June, 1921 with elaborate ceremonies conducted by Mufti Muhammad Sadiq 
Oadiani and two Detroit Muslim Sheikhs Khaleel Bizzy and Hassan Karoub, a brother 
of the builder of the mosque.’ 

Mirza Mahmud sent Mufti Muhammad Sadiq to America in January 1920. 
He was detained for sometimes by the US Immigration Department for they alleged 
that he believed in the religion which professed polygamy. He settled in Chicago. 

The Moslim Wotid further states : ‘At his own expense Karoub brought to 
Detroit Mufti Sadiq who preached Ahmadya belief. He emphasized that Hazrat 
Muhammad (p.b.o.h) is the master prophet and not the last of prophets. The prophet 
Ahmad of Oadian is the Promised Messiah, Mehdi, and the Holy Reformer of this 
day, the Mufti taught. He described his mission here as one to invite Christians, Jews 
and all into the fold of Ahmad. The Ahmadya doctrine was resented by the orthodox 
Muslims and the place of worship fell into disrepute. Mufti took leave of his group of 
followers and left for Chicago to continue his missionary work. 

Mr Karoub discussed his plan for tearing down of the mosque with reluc- 
tance. He was disappointed as there was none to worship in it. At last he decided to 
tear the building down rather than sell it to be used for unworthy purposes, for the 
building had been dedicated to the worship of God. 

'If they differ with us to the interpretation of the doctrine of Muhammad 
(p.b.o.h) that is their affairs and their right. I believe fully in liberty of conscience,’ 1 
remarked Karoub. 

The ‘mosque’ was then sold to the city of Detroit for a recreation centrfe, 
when the dissenters declared ‘once a mosque always a mosque’ and carried the matter 
into the courts. Meantime, in Chicago a dwelling house was turned into a place of 
worship by Qadianis and call to prayer was made through a phonograph. Converts 
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were made from among the Negroes only. A quarterly magazine, the Muslim Sun Rise, 
first issued in Detroit and later from Chicago, after a precarious existence ceased to 
appear. 1 Mufti returned to Oadian in 1923. Sufi M.R.Bengali resumed its publication 
in 1930 after six years of its suspension with some irregularity. 2 3 
Middle East: Although the Middle East especially North Africa was a major centre 
of the Second World War, the Arab peoples were not directly involved in it. The great 
powers, who were engaged in a mortal struggle, were not concerned with Arab’s 
national aspirations for independence except to the very limited extent that they 
helped or hindered their war efforts. When the war broke out, the Jewish Agency 
Executive pressed the Mandatory authorities to agree to the formation of Jewish 
fighting force for service with the British forces under its own national name and flag. 
The Zionist counted on using this force to achieve its aims relative to the Arabs. The 
British gave their consent to the formation of a Jewish Brigade, but fearing the 
indignation of the Arabs did not allow ii to use its own flag. 

In their book, the Seavt Roads David and Jon Kimche wrote : "Jewish 
emissaries had not come to Nazi Germany to save German Jews... They were looking 
for young men and women who wanted to go to Palestine and were prepared to 
pioneer, struggle and. ..fight for it. 

The Zionist terrorist organizations smuggled in arms and attacked Arab 
populations. They killed innocent Arabs and established a parallel Government in 
Palestine. 

Many nationalist groups during the Second War hoped for Allied defeat and 
Axis victory. Mufti-e-Azam Palestine was living an exiled life in French-controlled 
territory of Lebanon. Britain exerted its political pressure for the arrest of the Mufti. 
France agreed but the Mufti got the news and escaped to Iraq. He arrived in Baghdad 
in October, 1939 as a political refugee. The British had outlawed his Arab Higher 
Committee as he was busy mobilizing anti-Zionist and Anti-British forces. 

Nuri Saeed, the Prime Minister of Iraq was steadfastly pro-British. In 
September, 1939 Rashid Ali Gilani and four other army officers called ‘Golden Square’ 
took control of Nun’s- unpopular and pro-British regime and moved the country 
towards neutral position in the War. Rashid was Mufti’s fast friend. Britain was hard 
pressed in the War, yet in November, 1940 it exerted pressure for the resignation of 
Iraqi Premier. The ‘Golden Square’ carried out a coup and restored Rashid Gilani to 
office. Nuri and the regent escaped to Transjordan. 

When the Rashid Cabinet refused to allow the landing of British troops in 
Basra, Britain intervened and its forces surrounded Iraq. The Oadian Mission in Iraq 
wholeheartedly worked for the Allies. Mufti-e-Azam supported Rashid Cabinet and 
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endeavored to gain support from other Arab countries. 1 In India the Muslims were 
happy over Rashid’s coup and disliked Nuri for his pro- British policies. Qadiani press 
had already intensified vilification campaign against the Mufti and Rashid. Mirza 
Mahmud in a broadcast from the All India Radio strongly condemned the anti-British • 
and subversive coups launched in the Arab countries and stressed the need to stop, 
them for the sake of safeguarding the Holy Places. 2 Iraq fell on 21st May, 1941. 
Succeeding Iraqi governments cooperated with the Allies and Iraq became a base for 
an invasion on Iran. 

The British agents and Qadiani henchmen were making hectic, efforts to 
arrest the Mufti in Iraq. Mufti in his Reminiscences discloses that the British spies 
specially Admance, the British Adviser in Iraqi Ministry of Interior had left no stone 
unturned to arrest him. Razil, the commander of the Jewish terrorist movement frgun 
landed in Iraq to seize him but failed in his attempt. 3 Christopher Sykes quotes Dr 
Yehuda Bauer’s personal recollections: 

"In the same month the same veiled authorities (Jewish terrorist organiza- 
tions) who to the non-British were indistinguishable from the British Army, led 
another Palestine Jewish expedition, recruited this time not from the possibly accepted 
Haganah but from the decidedly impossible Etzel (The National Military Organiza- 
tion) with the purpose of seizing the Mufti in Baghdad from whence he was helping 
to direct Rashid Ali’s Rising in favour of the triumphing Rashid All’s powers. During 
1941, trained Haganah personnel undertook intelligence and clandestine propaganda 
missions to Syria and Lebanon sometimes under British direction and sometimes 
under that of Haganah ‘Haifa Office’ in collaboration with the British. The Haifa 
Office was run by Emanual Wilenski and a former Rama, Prof. Ratiner, both of the 
Haifa technical college. When the British invaded Syria and Lebanon in July, 1941 a 
Haganah platoon acted as scouts and saboteurs in the van of the Army." 4 

In 1941, the Mufti went to Iran and then on the invitation of Afghanistan he 
wanted to stay in Kabul. Mufti loved freedom loving Afghans. He was also an old 
friend of Faiz Muhammad Khan, the Afghan Foreign Minister. 

The British Intelligence sent its agents in Afghanistan to keep a strict watch 
on his activities. His presence in the hostile Afghanistan and his ability to incite people 
of tribal areas to revolt posed a grave concern to them. Qadiani hoodlums moved to 
NWFP and started their operations under the instructions of WaliUUah and Allah 
Ditta. Qazi Muhammad Yusaf Peshawari, AmirJamat Sarhad supervised the Qadiani 
plans. In British Consulate at Kabul, a notorious Qadiani spy worked under diplomatic 
cover. His name was Fazal Karim. He plotted to seize the Mufti to hand hipi over to 
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the British who wanted to put him in a jail during the War. 1 The British inspired plan 
was unearthed. The Mufti left for Italy. 

Zafarullah’s Address: During the War, the USA pursued a very cautious policy in the 
Middle East. In May, 1942 American Zionist Organization adopted the Biltmore 
Programme and demanded unrestricted Jewish immigration into Palestine, the con- 
version of Palestine into a Jewish state and the creation of a Jewish Army. 

Sir Zafarullah says that during the Second World War he had a chance to 
meet Lord lytton who was the President of Palestine Phosent Company. He made a 
speech on Palestine issue at Chetham House, London under the auspices of Royal 
Institute of International Affairs. He expressed the hope that a mutual agreement 
could be arrived at between the Zionists and Arabs and also gave its out line. When 
his speech ended Zafarullah rose up. By changing the wordings of Jesus Christ’s 
famous saying concerning the divorce i.e. ‘Those whom God has joined together let 
no man put asunder’ into : “Those whom God has put asunder let no man join' 
eliminated any chances of serious discussions on the Palestine issue. 2 
Activities Intensified in Palestine : Qadiani volunteers collaborated with the Jewish 
terrorist organizations in Palestine. They distributed literature loaded with pro-British 
and pro- Allies orientations and propped up their activities with a fresh zeal. Ch. Sharif, 
Qadiani Missionary Palestine says in his report : 

‘In the month of May, Tabligh Day was celebrated in accordance with the 
direction of the Department of Tabligh, Qadian. The Ahmadya groups from Kababir 
and Haifa were formed as usual and the message of ‘Islam’ was delivered at famous 
places of Nasara, Jafa, Tel Aviv, Baitul Maqdas, Bait-ul-Leham, Khalil, Haifa, Lasia 
and Kafarkina. Seven thousand different types of hand bills and tracts were dis- 
tributed... A discussion took place at Mount of Zion on the death of Jesus... Although 
a (Palestinian) goonda tried to make mischief but he could not succeed... on my return, 
l stayed at Nabulus... It is a central place where mischief mongers strongly opposed 
Ahmadyat ... After my visits the ulema had been threatening to kill Ahmadis. The 
opposition is still on its full swing.’ 3 

During the Second War, Qadianis were held notorious for their political 
activities in the Middle East. Mirza Mahmud sent Muhammad Sadiq Amritsari to 
Palestine in September, 1937 to assist the Qadiani missionary there. He made frequent 
trips to Damascus, Cairo, Baghdad and Lebanon. On numerous occasions he faced 
great difficulty in obtaining visa. He was expelled from Baghdad when he was staying 
in the Spanish British Air Centre with his fellow Ahmadis. 4 

Sadiq Amritsari in his Recollections states : 
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"In September, 1938 he made a third visit to Damascus. After a stay of about 
three weeks he was ordered by the Foreign Ministry Damascus to leave Syria within 
one week. Ahmadya Jamat Syria tried their best to get a permit for him for Palestine 
or Lebanon but failed. 1 The Embassy of Iraq did not give him a tourist visa either as 
they suspected him a political agent. However he called on the Iraqi envoy at his 
residence and got one day tourist visa to go to India . ' 

During the early period of the Second War, Mirza Mahmud ordered him to 
go London and from there he was posted in Sierra Leone. Many Lebanese and Syrian 
Arabs lived in (West Africa). During the War, a Lebanese Muslim political leader 
Ustad Moosa Alzabin Zharara came to Sierra Leone as a refugee. He had been 
exhorting the Lebanese to wage war against the French Imperialists. He, at the same 
time, started a campaign against Ahmadya Jamat. The Government of Sierra Leone 
ordered his expulsion. 

To guard Muslims against Ahmadya heresy he wrote a long poem in Arabic 
in which he sharply attacked the Ahmadya Jamat and called Ahmadis 'the British 
agents and pro-Jewish elements.' He advised the Muslims to save themselves from the 
leadership of this Jamat which worked to achieve its most nefarious ends under the 
cover of goodness. If, it is said that this Jamat has not been set up by the Jews then 
there is absolutely no doubt in it that the pro-Jewish nations are behind it", 2 he wrote 
in his poem. 

Zafarullah’s visit : Sir Zafarullah visited Palestine during the closing years of the 
Second World War. The table turned in favour of the Allies and the Zionist 
Organizations had been strongly demanding an independent ‘state of Israel.’ On his 
way, he stopped in Damascus to discuss some political issues with Sheikh Abdul Qadir 
A1 Maghrabi, a notorious Qadiani agent. He met Zionist leaders in Palestine in early 
October, 1945 and had long discussions with Dr Cohen, the head of Jewish Agency. 
He stayed in Eden Hotel, Jerusalem. Mohayuddin Hasni, the Qadiani missionary in 
Syria brought some Arab leaders to see him in the hotel. Since it was found to be an 
unsafe place, they moved to Villa Rose Marry Hotel for a free and frank discussion 
over the Palestine issue. Arab point of view was explained to him by Henry Cattan’, 3 
a leading Jurist of Palestine. 

During his visit he concluded that Jews were fast acquiring lands and that 
would result in Arab’s eviction from Palestine. 4 After his return from Palestine, he 
delivered a speech on Palestine issue in YMCA Hall, Lahore on 27 January, 1946. The 
meeting was organized by Ahmadya Inter Collegiate Association and was chaired by 
Dr. E.D. Lucas, Vice Principal, F.C. College, Lahore. Zafarullah,, theYi ri)e Judge, 
Federal Court oflndia dwelt on historical background of the Palestine issue, British 


2. Muhammad Sadlq Amritsari, Rooh Parwar Yadaln, 

3. Hemy Can an vas a professor at Law School of Jar 
His book Jerusalem, London, 1981 is a very interns 

4- Sir Zafarullah, TahdHh-4-Nalmal, P.469 


Lahore, 1961, P.105 
u salem. He has written 
ling study. 


many books on Palestine q 



Underworld Of Spies 216 

promises to the Arab during the First World War, Balfour Declaration, Jewish 
settlements, Zionist opposition to the White Paper etc and emphasized that the Jews 
were determined to establish their state in Palestine. Britian and America had been 
supporting their cause because the Jews had acquired considerable political influence 
and financial hold over their economies. Twenty five members of the British House 
of Commons were Jews besides two Cabinet Ministers and one Under Secretary of 
State. Even if the settlement of Jews in Palestine was stopped, the Arabs would still 
face political and economic threats from Jews, he argued. 1 

Zafarullah did not criticize the British or American policy towards Arabs. 
Neither he proposed any solution to the intricate problem vis-a-vis Zionist threat. He, 
obviously foresaw a bright future for his community in case the Zionist entity would 
get itself established in Palestine. 

Saudi Arabia: We have discussed the political mission undertaken by Muhammad Din 
Qadiani in Aibania and Belgrade. He was expelled from Belgrade and settled down 
in Italy with the assistance of Malik Sharif. From there he left for Mecca, rented a 
house there and started his ‘work’ under the instructions of the British Consulate. He 
did not disclose his identity and succeeded to become an Indian interpreter to King 
Saud. 2 He passed on many secrets to Qadian. 

It may be recalled that Qadianis had since long been involved in a propagan- 
da campaign against the Saudi Government because King Saud did not allow his son 
(King) Faisal (Shaheed) to inaugurate London 'Mosque.’ 3 The Saudi Government 
always kept a close watch on Qadiani activities and checked their clandestine opera- 
tions. Mirza Mahmud sent Darning Dato, a Qadiani agent of Padang (Samatra) to 
Mecca along with Molvi Rehmat Ali Qadiani on a political mission in 1929. They were 
arrested on the charge of spreading heretic beliefs and working against the integrity 
of the Kingdom. 4 The Saudi government became more vigilant after that incident. 

Muhammad Din who was getting closer to the King found to be a British 
spy and was arrested by the Saudi Police. Tariklt-i-Ahmadyat says ‘One day some one 
informed the police that the Indians and Arabs frequently visited that Molvi (Moham- 
mad Din). He seems to be a British spy. The police immediately arrested him and sent 
him to jail. After a period of one week Syed Lai Shah, British Consul at Jeddah secured 
his release.’ 5 

On his return to Qadian he was sent on another special mission to Durbin 
(South Africa). He was going in a Naval Intelligence ship which was destroyed by a 
German torpedo boat. 
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Africa: Qadianis reached Africa during the 1st World War to serve their Imperialist 
masters. They preached their creed earlier in East Africa on a limited basis. The British 
colonialists provided them all support to enable them to establish their foothold in 
Africa. The Review of Religions, Qadian published a report of Fazal Din, Qadiani 
missionary and a vet assistant by profession who served in Kampala (Uganda) during 
the days of 1st World War. It says : 

"The Ahmadis serving at the War front are doing their level best to convey 
the message of Ahmad (Qadiani) to Christian Europe. The same is the case in other 
parts of world. Brother Fazal Din, Vet Assistant writes from Kampala (Uganda) At 
the Eid ul Fitre, congregation there assembled about 4000 Arabs and Sohailis women. 

I was selected to deliver the sermon. I asked the congregation to send contribution to 
Qadian and they made a liberal response to my appeal. 1 am glad to inform you that 
the Government has been pleased to grant a plot of land for the erection of a ‘mosque’ 
with the additional gift of 4000 acres of land for the expenses connected with the 
‘mosque.’ An Imam will have to be appointed after the ‘mosque’ is completed." 1 

In 1921, Abdul Rahim Nayar left London for Nigeria and established a 
mission there. The Cambridge History of India gives the early history of Ahmadya 
mission which was established in Africa with the British assistance: 

*The Ahmadya first appeared or the West African coast during the First 
World War, when several young men in Lagos and Freetown joined by mail. In 1921, 
the first Indian missionary arrived. Too unorthodox to gain a footing in the Muslim 
interior, the Ahmadya remain confined principally to southern Nigeria, southern Gold 
Coast, and Sierra Leone. It strengthened the ranks of those Muslims actively loyal to the 
British and it contributed to the modernization of Islamie organization in the area. 
But its members remained small, and its effectiveness was weakened by successive 
internal schisms. Its chief importance has been its pioneering contributipn to Muslim 
Western education in Africa. It joined the arguments about the nature of the imamate, 
and the necessity of a constitution; it attempted to regularize finance, forbidding for 
example extravagant celebrations and thus clashing with the ancient heresy of 
‘mixing.’ 2 

Qadiani missions flourished in British colonies of Africa with the Imperialist 
support. Brig. Gulzar Ahmad says the Ahmadya missions only flourished in those parts 
of Africa which were under the British colonial rule. 3 J.P.Trinngham in his book ‘Islam 
in Africa’ tells that Qadiani missions were sponsored by the British. 4 
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QADIANI AND 
PAKISTAN MOVEMENT 

The War Supported; With the outbreak of the Second World War, Muza Mahmud 
announced full support of the Ahmadya Community to the British. He advised his 
followers to pray for the British success and declared his firm belief in their ‘just and 
glorious’ rule. Neither Germans nor Russians could extend the type of assistance to 
Ahmadis as the British had been extending to them, he emphasized. If Ahmadis had 
to select any one to rule over them they should select only the British, had they been 
wise. He advised those Congressmen who were against ‘the exploitation of Indian 
resources for Imperialist ends’ to support the British during the War. They must 
support the British whether they consider them good or bad. If India will not support 
them, it will not only be putting itself in great trouble but the coming generations have 
to bemoan for ever. 1 

The Muslim League conditionally supported the Government. A resolution 
was passed on 18 September, 1939 promising support on the condition that no 
constitutional advance in India should be made without the approval of the Muslim 
League, the sole representative organization of Muslim India. 

In March, 1939 Mirza Mahmud completed 25 years of his ‘Khilafat.’ On the 
occasion of Khilafat Jubilee Gathering in December, 1939 he announced: 

‘It is not an ordinary War. Our Jamat will be affected by it. They must extend 
every possible help to the British. A Secretary for War is proposed to be appointed 
from every Ahmadi Jamat who will be responsible to carry out the directives of the 
Centre (Qadian) concerning the War and mobilize Ahmadya support for it. This 
support is a must for Islam and Ahmadyat.’ 2 

Mirza Mahmud gave different types of arguments to mobilize Indian public 
support for the War. At an annual gatherings in 1942 he declared : 

‘So far as India is concerned, I have on several occasion, expressed the 
opinion that in the event of a German victory, we shall be very much worst off and 
that a British victory is bound to lead to an improvement in India’s affairs. Some of 
us are apt to imagine that if we were to remain a subject nation it is immaterial whether 
we are subordinate to this power or that, but this is an entirely mistaken point of view... 
G reat Britain already enjoys domination over the most tempting parts of the old world, 
to the confines of China. The US enjoys economic domination over the rest of the 
world. They are like a person who is already filed to repletion, and a person so well 
fed is not much inclined towards highhandedness and tyranny... Again, the old powers 
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do not normally interfere in matter of religion and, except in extreme case or political 
or economic necessity, do not apply even secret or indirect pressure in these matters. 1 

Qadianis were the greatest champion of extending un-conditional support 
to Britain in its War efforts 2 They endeavoured to dispel the disbelief regrading the 
British promises. The people of India, however, believed that the British offers were 
only for bribing them to secure a victory in the War. Britain would repudiate its 
promises as soon as the War was over. 

Qadianis nourished hopes to succeed the British, in case they would leave 
India. Mirza Mahmud made his followers believe that the World War II would last 
till Ahmadis would be prepared to take over the charge of the Government. 3 Alluding 
to the meeting of Moses with Khizer, he concluded as God saved the treasure 
belonging to two orphans till they attained their maturity, similarly the tribulations 
would prolong till Ahmadis were sufficiently trained to take over the charge of the 
Government of their own from the British. 

Ahmadya Company: A year before the War, Mirza Mahmud urged upon his com- 
munity to receive military training. He ordered young Ahmadis to join army or police. 
The Ahmadis of Punjab had a special responsibility to fulfil, he said, because they 
were comparatively in majority in the Punjab. Secondly the Punjab provides manpower 
to British military and Ahmadyat had reached those families who offered themselves 
for recruitment. Moreover, the Punjab is the centre of Ahmadyat and all its religious 
centres are there. The Jamat should prepare itself for any eventuality. Ahmadis should 
join Territorial Force which is established by the Government to maintain law and 
order in the country. Punjab Regiment Territorial Force 11/15 had an Ahmadya 
Company since its establishment." 4 

The 15/15 Punjab Regiment comprised four companies viz Punjabi Musal- 
mans (PM), Jats, Christians and Ahmadis. During the War another Punjab Regiment 
8/15 was also raised. Ahmadis insisted on their separate entity and did not join the 
Punjabi Musalman Company. Mirza Sharif Ahmad was given the rank of captain in 
the Ahmadya Company. His son Mirza Daud Ahmad was posted as Colonel in 1941-42 
in Ahmadya Company, Khyber Agency. In 1942, he was Captain-Incharge of Char 
Bagh Fort, Khyber Agency. The British feared Russian attack from the North and 
took special measures to check the political upsurge in Shinwari tribes. 

A prominent Qadiani elder Khalifa Salahuddin Ahmad shys the Ahmadya 
Company in the Territorial Force was under the Command of Mirza Sharif Ahmad. 
Ch. Abdullah Khan, the honorary lieutenant was second in command. After his death 
he (Salahuddin) joined the Company. In those days Maj Goreng came from Britain 


1 Mirza Mahmud, Tha Nmv World Order ot Mam, A Tabahir Publication, Rabwah, 1 068 P.36 {English version ot 
a n^a ddraas delhwred to tha Ahmadya Annual gathering at Qadtan 26 Oacambw, 1642 translated by Sir 

2 J.D.Shama and M.Yaqub, Gumahta wa Meujoda Jang Kay MotaiaJ) ^aishgoyian, London, 1643 

3 ZafaruHah, Ahmadyat, P.286 

4 Altazl Qadlan 13 September, TB38 
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and was posted in their unit. He kept a strict watch on the activities of the Company. 
After a few days he Secretly told him that he had been given special instructions in 
Britain to keep a close check on Ahmadjra Company because Ahmadya Jamat had 
been rising like the prophets of Beni -Israel. 1 

The Foreign Affairs Department of Qadian organized the recruitment of 
Ahmadis from ail parts of India -into Territorial Force and registered their names in 
the Territorial Force without further loss of time. They indicated their nationality as 
‘Ahmadi’ in the recruiting forms 2 with a view to maintaining their separate entity. 

A glimpse at the services rendered by the Ahmadis during the Second War 
can be had in J.D.Shams, Qad&ni missionary London’s Present to H.M. the King 
Empe/bron the New year Day {1946). HC says : 'H.M. the King will be pleased to know 
that our Jamat has provided all possible help in securing the victory for Britain. There 
were fifteen thousand Ahmadi soldiers, two to three hundred of Commissioned and 
non Commissioned Officers served i* the Second War. It is quite a large figure as 
compared to the total population of our Jamat.’ 3 

The Qadiani missionary then quotes a revelation of Mirza Ghulam Ahmad 
(November 1900) wherein God is said to haye communicated to the Mirza that ‘since 
the British were lenient to him that had been the reason He favoured them. Those 
who looked to the Heaven had nb fear at ail.’ Shams concludes ‘It is our firm belief 
that because of these revelations; God saved the British from a defeat during the 1st 
and Second World Wars.” 4 

Lahore Resolution: On 23 Maf$l, 1^40 the Muslim League adopted the Lahore 
Resolution which became the rasi* far Pakistan. It will be of interest to refer to a 
controversy which started in iaie l9Sl ovef the role of Zafamllah at that critical 
juncture of Muslim history. . • r 

Wali Khan, a senior politician of Pakistan, in an interview with the weekly • 
Chattan, Lahore (21 December/ 19^1) alleged that Sir Zafamllah was responsible for 
the authorship of 23 March, 1940 ^os^liition coirtmoftly called Pakistan Resolution. 

It stirred up a controversy in thi national press. He based his assertion on a note 
written by Sir Zafarullah to th'e Viceroy in February, 1940 when he was a member of 
his Executive Council. Wali Khan 3 elaborated his point of view from the writings of 
the then Viceroy of India, Lar<! LUlithgo. In reply to Wali Khan’s assertions, 
Zafarullah clarified that in the capacity of memberof the Viceroy’s Executive Council, 
he did write a note on Domirfidn Status for India in mid-February, 1940. But he 
discussed two schemes in it. One was Pakistan scheme and the other was seperation 
of India plan. Pakistan schertie propounded by’CIL Rahmat Ali, he argues, involved a . 

Saaral-I-Mirza Sharif Ahmad, compilatf by Ch.Adbul Aifz, Majlis Khudam-s-Ahmadya, Rsbwah 1962. P.138 
Alfazl Qadian, 9 March, 1836 . 1 

ofth ^Punjab? VoT/ ^ahom^l^B?' In ,h * Boundary Commission ( 1 947) Partition 

Alfazl Qadian,' 8 March, 1848 V 

WaJI^OnirVs^oook was Ffartiar l*o*t, Psahawar and was subsequently published in 1967 
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wholesale exchange of population and was "impractical” and "chemerical" while he 
considered separation of India scheme practical in nature. Pakistan scheme involved 
the North Eastern Federation consisting the Punjab, Sindh, NWFP, and Frontier tribal 
areas. The rest of India may constitute itself into more federations than one, if 
desirable. The significant feature of this scheme was that "the N-E Federation and 
N-W Federations will be in direct relation with the Crown and so will be Federation 
or Federations constituted by rest of India." 1 

Zafarullah sent his note to Viceroy Lord Linlithgo on 6 March, 1940 who 
forwarded it to Lord Zetland, the then Secretary for State for India with the following 
remarks : 

‘1 sent by the last bag a copy of Zafarullah’s note on Dominion Status which 
I remarked purported to be statement of the position from extremer point of view. I 
introduced that qualification because I have not at that time had an opportunity of 
discussing its precise nature with him and certain of the propositions contained in it, 
were likely to appear formally under the name of a Member of my Council, might, I 
think, have justified a description in those terms. 

I asked him yesterday to put me a little more in the picture, and he told me 
first that this is a first draft only, secondly that, provided he is protected on that point 
and the paper is not used publicly, I may do what I like with it, including sending a 
copy to you, thirdly that copies have been passed to Jinnah and I think to Hydari and 
fourthly that while he, Zafamltah cannot of course admit its aulhoiship, his document 
has been prepared for adoption by the Muslim League with a view to its being given the 
fullest publicity (Italics added). I cannot claim even yet to have had time to absorb it 
fully, and I would prefer to suspend my comments on it until later. But it is a substantial 
and trenchant piece of work and I shall be greatly interested in your own reaction to 
it .- 2 

Wali Khan contends that the separation scheme prepounded by Zafarullah 
was adopted after about fortnight by the Muslim League at its Lahore session on 23 
March, 1940, as given in the Viceroy’s note. He means to say that a Qadiani, in 
collusion with the British, gave the idea of Partition of India which became Magna 
Carta of the Muslim League after 1940. 

Zafarullah admits that the Muslim League Resolution of 23 March, 1940 
and the separation scheme given in his note are almost exactly the same. The 
expression Pakistan was implied officially on this scheme by the Muslim League 
Convention of 9 April, 1946. 3 However the conclusions drawn by Wali Khan are 
incorrect. 

Zafarullah states : 



Qadiani And Pakistan Movement 


222 


‘The insinuation that my note was prepared at the suggestion of Lord 
Linlithgo and was sponsored by him as to play down ‘The Pakistan idea which was far 
catching the Muslim imagination’ is I ivgret to haw to obsenv wholly false and 
unfounded. It is clear from Lord Linlithgo ’s letter to Lord Zetland that Lord Linlithgo 
had nothing whatever to do with the preparation or contents of my note, the entire 
responsibility for which rests on me.’ 1 

A perusal of Lord Linlithgo’s correspondence with Lord Zetland reveals 
that he did not give much importance to Pakistan demand. On 25 March, 1940, a day 
after the Muslim League’s adoption of the Lahore Resolution, Lord Linlithgo wrote 
to Lord Zetland : 

‘I do not attach too much importance to Jinnah’s demands for the carrying 
out of India with an indefinite number of religious areas, or it prepares to use the 
phrase, an indefinite number of so called ‘Dominions.’ And I would judge myself that 
his attitude at the moment is that, as Congress are putting forward a preposterous 
claim which they know is incapable of acceptances, he equally will put forward just as 
extreme a claim of impracticability of realizing which he is probably just as well aware, 
but existence of which with, while reaffirming the Muslim attitude of hostility to 
Congress claims, take away some at any rate of the damaging charge which has hitherto 
been leveled against them that they have no constructive ideas of their own.* 2 

Lord Zetland, the Secretary of State for India replied to Lord Linlithgo on 
5 April, 1940. ‘I think that in the course of forthcoming debate I shall be bound to 
express my dissent from the proposals which has been recently put forward by all India 
Muslim League in the course of their recent conference at Lahore. I should very much 
doubt whether they have been properly thought and in any case to create a number 
of Ulsters in India would not only mean the wrecking of all that one has been working 
for a number of years past, but would also, I imagine, give rise to the most violent 
opposition on the part of the Congress and possibly of other who are not actually 
attached to the Congress in India.’ 3 

The Pakistan issue also came up under discussion in the House of Commons. 
Its debate of 18 April, 1940 clearly shows the bias and disapproval of members on 
division of India and creation of a chain of independent Muslim states stretching from 
the North West to the East of India? 

The proposal was ‘something not a far short of a counsel of despair.’ Its 
acceptance would be admission of the failure of all efforts of ‘England and India’s, 
based on assumption that Indian unity was possible and desirable.’ 4 5 


1 Pah tartan Tim# Raawipindi, 13 February, 1062 

2 Lord Linlithgo'# Pap#r», India Office Library, London quotad by the w##Kty Mayar Karachi, 7-13 January, 1984 

4 Ibid 

5 K.K.AzJz, Britain and Pafctalan, Untvareity ot Islamabad Prwss. 1076, P.28 
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Qadian! Council Meeting: Qadiani attitude towards Muslim aspirations was totally 
negative during the 1940s. It proves that Qadianis were not in favour of Pakistan or a 
separate Muslim state in India. In the last week of March (1940), the Report on the 
sub committee of the Ahmadya Foreign Department came under discussion in the 20th 
Advisory Council Meeting at Qadian. Syed Zainul Abdin, Head of the Foreign Affairs 
Department discussed the issue of Ahmadya’s joining either the League or the 
Congress. He and Pir Akbar Ali narrated past events and by a majority vote, the matter 
was put off for the next meeting in 1 94 1 . It was decided that by that time efforts wou Id 
be made to arrive at a mutual agreement with the League and the Congress. Hazrat 
Amirul Mominin (Mahmud Ahmad) gave his decision in favour of majority. 1 

Mirza Mahmud instructed his disciples to join the Congress in order to gain 
favour of the Congress leadership. The political climate changed sharply after 1940. 
A majority of Muslims were leaving the Congress in favour of Muslim League. 
Pakistan idea sharply gained currency and it was felt that only esiablishmentof Pakistan 
could solve economic and political problems of Muslims of India. The British also 
gave serious thought to the solution of Indian problem. There is no evidence to prove 
that Qadian was inclined to the idea of Pakistan. Nor did they extend any practical 
support to the League. All their energies were directed towards the war and spying 
activities abroad. 

Cripps Mission: The Congress Governments resigned in the late 1939 on the plea that 
the British Government had dragged India into the Second World War without the 
consent of its people, the League observed Day of Deliverance on 22 December, 

In August, 1940 Lord Linlithgo made an offer which, apart from others, 
envisaged the expansion of the Executive Council of the Governor General and the 
establishment of an Advisory War Council. The offer was rejected by ail political 
parties of India. Many factors including the Japanese entry in the War and her speedy 
success, pressure exerted by the US President Roosevelt and growing public opinion 
at home for an early solution of Indian problem forced the British to review their 
policy towards India. 

In March, 1942, Sir Stafford Cripps came to India with his offer, it was 
published on 20 March, 1942 and provided for Indian independence after the War 
and conceded the right of self determination to the provincial units. As under the 
proposed arrangements, provinces were free to remain within India or opt out of the 
Indian Union, the provinces where Muslims were in a majority could presumably form 
their own federation i.e. Pakistan in due course. Cripps also gave an understanding 
that with the exception of Defence Department, other departments would be com- 
pletely in the hands of the Indian and the Governor General will act as a constitutional 
head. However at Lhe later stage he withdrew that statement. This made the Congress 
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suspicious regarding the honesty of the British Government. The Congress wanted 
the Executive Council of the Governor General to work as a Cabinet. This the British 
Government was not prepared to concede. 

Sir Zafarullah was the member of the Executive Council during the War. 
He claims that he urged upon the Viceroy that the minimum need was that the Council 
should be enlarged so as to be composed of an overall majority of Indians. On the 
Viceroy’s recommendation His Majesty’s Government agreed and from September, 
1941 onwards Indian representatives had a preponderant voice in the central ad- 
ministration of their country. A representative of British commercial interests in India, 
Sir Edward Benthall, was included in the enlarged Council. Within a year of the 
enlargement of the Council, Zafarullah accepted a seat on the Bench of the Supreme 
Court of India. 1 

On the outbreak of the Second World War, the Department of War Supply 
was established by the British Government in India. Zafarullah, the Law Member of 
the Viceroy’s Executive Council was appointed Chairman of the War Supply Council, 
on which all British countries South and East of Suez were represented. During the 
War (November 1939) the Viceroy sent him to London to represent India in the 
Conference of Dominion Ministers called by British Prime Minister Neville Cham- 
berlain to discuss the situation created by the War. While Zafarullah was still in 
London, the Viceroy directed him to lead a delegation to the League of Nations. The 
League Session was called to discuss Finland’s complaint of aggression against the 
USSR. Zafarullah roundly and forcefully condemned the Russian aggression. Russia 
was expelled from the League. 2 

During the War, Mirza Mahmud continued to put forth his dreams on its 
progress, particularly on the events where the Allies faced military reverses. He prayed 
for their success. Zafarullah says that Mirza Mahmud was from time to time, 
vouchsafed knowledge of the progress of the War in advance, the military manoeuvfer- 
ings in North Africa, the Allied landings on Sicely and Italy etc. Zafarullah kept the 
Viceroy informed of them who became keenly interested and some times enquired 
whether any fresh intimation had been received from the Head of the movement. 3 
AG in China: In February, 1942GeneralChiangKaiShek, the absolute ruler ofChina, 
came on an official visit to Delhi. Among other matters arranged between him and 
the Viceroy, it was also agreed that India should have direct diplomatic representation 
at Chungking, on the upper reaches of the Yangtze Kiang, where the capital of China 
had been pushed under the Japanese pressure. India’s representative would have the 
title of Agent General and the rank of Ambassador. 4 


1 Sir Zafarullah, The Agony of Pakistan, London, P.20 

2 Sir Zafarullah, Servant of God, P.110 

3 Ibid, P.111 

4 Sir Zafanjllah, Servant of God, P. 1 1 5 
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On 25 March, 1942 Viceroy Lord Lirilithgo sent a letter to Zafarullah to 
accept the post of Agent-General in His Majesty's Embassy in Chungking, China, 
retaining his position as a puisine Judge of the Federal Court for a period of six months. 
The post will be in the nature of an heroic one, and there are few men whom I feel I 
could call with confidence to sustain it. The appo^itment of Agent General in China 
was meant to give it an impression that in sjie had an ally who can give effective 
help in turning the table against Japan. 1 ' ; ' 

Zafarullah served the Imperialist interests well in China. At the end of his 
six month term, Chiang Kaishek, in a letter dated 26 September, 1942 addressed to 
Lord Linlithgo, the Viceroy of India state£: ‘We are sorry to part with Sir Zafarullah 
Khan on both public and private grounds. Du ri|ig his comparatively short stay here 
he has been instrumental in drawing dose both political and cultural ties between 
India and China.’ 2 The British Council General in Chungking also called Zafarullah 
‘the best representative of the British Empire, it ever had with the Chinese both from 
the point of view of the influence he exercised and from that of the direction of that 
influence.’ 3 ^ 

Zafarullah sent his weekly political reports to the Political Secretary, Sir Olaf 
Caroe on the activities of Communist leaders vi? MdoTse Tung and Chou En Lai. On 
his return from China in October, J942 he informed the Viceroy that the Communists 
were Moscow trained and well organized in Chinp. They would come to power after 
the defeat of Japan. The oppressed peasant looked to them as their saviours. 4 
Zafarullah Recommends Ghulam Mohammad: On 4 August, 1942 Zafarullah sent a 
personal and confidential letter to the Viceroy of India from China. He proposed the 
appointment of one more Muslim to the Viceroy’s Council. His proposal involved the 
following : 

a) On completion of the term of Sir Reginald Maxwell, Home 
Member Viceroy’s Executive Council, the vacancy is filled with 
M.S.Akbar Hydari; 

b) Consideration of the desirability of including Sir Mirza Ismail at 
suitable time; 

c) Failing (a) and (b) your Excellency might consider Mr. Ghulam 
Muhammad 5 till lately additional Secretary in the Supply Depart- 
ment and now Finance Member of H.E. the Nizam Government. 
Mr. Ghulam Muhammad is a comparatively youngman but pos- 


1 The Transfer of Power, Vol I, P.483 and P.583 

2 The Transfer of Power, Vol 111 P.48 

3 The Transfer of Powers, Vol VIII P.783 

4 Sir Zafarullah, Servant of God, P. 1 21 

5 Subsequently became the notorious Govemo 


sr-General of Pakistan 
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sesses great ability and drive and 1 think, would in practice fully 

justify his choice. 1 * 3 

Sir Zafanjllah in his letter also raised the question of prospective position 
of Indian Officers on the defence side in case any scheme emerges pertaining to the 
transfer of power. The Viceroy appreciated his point about Muslim representation 
and enclosed him a note of General Harteiy, C-in-C Indian Army which was prepared 
by him for Lord Linlithgo on this subject/ 

Indianizatinn of the Council: Before leaving China, Zafarullah also submitted a 
memorandum (o the Viceroy on the constitutional problems of India. , He proposed 
that the time had come when the entire Council should be composed of Indians and 
should function as a Cabinet under a gentlemen’s agreement that the Secretary of 
State would not veto a decision of the Council accept in a case which was likely to 
prejudice the security of India. The Viceroy forwarded the Memorandum to the 
Secretary of State for his views. The proposal was however dropped by the Govern- 
ment because Mahatama Gandhi resorted to hunger strike and two Hindu member’s 
of the Viceroy’s Executive Council resigned in sympathy with him/ 

After the return from China Zafarullah left for Canada to attend the Pacific 
Conference. 

Pacific Conference: In late November, 1942 the Conference of the Institute of Pacific 
Relations held in Quebec (Canada). Zafarullah, and Mudaliar both Members of the 
Viceroy’s Executive Council and Begum Shah Nawaz were appointedithe members of 
the Indian Delegation. The discussions in the Conference were purely academic None 
of the topics was of direct concern to India, and the deliberations, of the Conference 
led to no practical results. 4 The Conference was split up into four RTCS Eoo, India, 
China, General or Political. Mr. Tarr, one of the Canadian representatives, was 
presiding at the RTC. Sir Zafarullah was president of the ECo RTC and Sir R. 1 
Mudaliar represented India at the India RTC. The Indian case was presented by Mr. 
Khanna in a strong and shocking manner. Begum Shah Nawaz ably put forth the 
Muslim case and explained the true state of political affairs prevailing in India. 5 

Sir Girja Shankar Bajpai was India’s Agent-General in the US. During 
Zafarullah’s stay in Washington he arranged his meeting with President Roosevelt of 
America. The US President told him that he could not pressurize Churchill, neverthe- 
less he would not miss any opportunity to impress upon him the desirability of giving 
freedom to India. 6 


1 ZafaruKah’s Letter to Lord Linlithgo, A August, I94z, The Transfer Power Vot.H P.562 

Z The Transfer of Power, Vol li P.834 

3 Sir Zafarullah, The Agony of Pakistan, P20 

4 Sir Zafarullah, Servant of God, P.125 

5 Jshan Ara Shah Nawai, Father and Daughter, Lahore, 1971, P.184 

6 Sir Zafarullah, TahdHh P.450 
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During Zafarullah’s visit abroad, Lord Linlithgo, in a note, warned the 
Secretary of State for India about his and Mudaliar’s activities regarding the issues of 
‘marked degree of early constitutional advance and Indianization of services and High 
Court.’ He explained that their motive behind the Indianization move was to secure 
a position for ‘their community, their friends or part of India.’ 1 

In December, 1942 Spens became the new Chief Justice of India. Lord 
Linlithgo states : ‘There is in certain quarters a feeling of relief that the choice should 
not have fallen on Zafarullah who is thought to be moving into political field to a great 
extent not desirable for a Judge . The Viceroy had the name of Varadachari as Indian 
Chief Justice and considered Zafarullah not ripe for the appointment.’ 2 

In Washington, Zafarullah received a message from Lord Halifax, British 
Ambassador in Washington that the Secretary of State for India desired to see him in 
London for consultation. He arrived there in the first week of January, 1943 and stayed 
on till the first week of March, 

The Secretary of State writes to the Viceroy on 15 January, 1943: ‘We have 
a Government lunch to Zafarullah on Wednesday, to which most of the War Cabinet 
and other Ministers came; how far induced by eagerness to see and hear Zafarullah 
(whom most of them already know) or by the prospects of solid food and even wine, 

I cannot say. Any how they were rewarded by an admirable little impromptu speech 
of Zafarullah in which he touched lightly on the Indian situation, affirming his 
conviction that it was vital for India to stay in the British Commonwealth and that the 
danger of her going out would only arise if we appeared to be coercing her to stay in 
or to be going back on our promises. 

In a talk to me, he urged in general terms the importance of progressive 
Indianization not only in the Executive but also in the Service, Judiciary etc. So as to 
have trained and moderate men available for India purposes and forestall the places 
of Europeans being filled with ignorant and head swelled political retainers. 

He wanted to do useful public work of one sort or another during the five 
months of a taw vacation. The only thing he has suggested in that connection was that 
he might revisit the States and do what he found more effective than any thing 
else, namely meet quietly small groups of the academic and professional classes whose 
opinion count a most in America.’ 3 

The Secretary of State, in another letter dated 20 January, 1943 to Lord 
Linlithgo states that Zafarullah intends to form neuclus of a party of moderates who 
could throw weight effectively when the movement comes for the establishment of an ' 


1 The Transfer of Power, Vol III P.407 

2 UnMhso to Amrey, B December, 1 842 The Transfer of Power. Vol III P.352 

3 The Transfer of Power, Vol HI P.5 1 2 
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Indian constitution and when India has to decide whether to stay in Commonwealth 
or not. 

Zafarullah also gave a talk to the Empire Parliamentary Association in 
London on constitutional issue. He remarked: 

‘It would be disaster for India and for ourselves if the partnership between 
us were not maintained in face of new international conditions which would arise after 
the War: that there is no hope of any settlement between the parties during the War 
but that we should be wise to go forward boldly, rather than wait for agitation in 
bringing into effective partnership those who were prepared to look with us, and so 
training a body of responsible men who could exercise a steading influence after- 
wards.’ 2 3 

Amrey, the Secretary of State for India in a note to Lord Linlithgo (February, 
1943) states that Zafarullah is ‘very keen on giving the whole of his spare time to 
working up the nucleus of a party of moderate men who wish to find a stable 
constitution for India to secure Indian future stability in the world by her remaining 
a member of the British Empire.’ [Private Secretary of the Viceroy remarks at the 
margin (I cannot find that it is consistent with the retention of the judicature of their 
independence and hoid on public confidence that a Federal Court Judge should 
become an active organizer in national and constitutional politics nor have I much 
faith in Zafarullah’s direction or knowledge of where to stop in a matter of that kind]. 
However, the Secretary of State sees no objection if he works at his own. ‘He is 
genuinely convinced of the necessity of India’s remaining with the Empire and that is 
equally the case with Mud altar and Aziz ul Haq. (Italic added). 

Conciliation Appeal: After the failure of the Cripps Mission, the Congress passed the 
‘Quit India’ resolution on 8 August, 1942. Mahatma Gandhi was arrested and the 
Congress party was banned. The League declared the movement an attempt to coerce 
the British Government at handover to the Hindus the administration of the country. 
It did not take part in it. 

Qadianis looked to the independence movement with an awe. They outright- 
ly opposed the Muslim League’s policy. Mirza Mahmud called the establishment of 
Pakistan and the demand for an independent state ‘bonds to fasten Indian subjection.’ 4 
In December 1944, Zafarullah, then the Judge Federal Court of India wrote 
a brief life sketch of Mirza Mahmud. While discussing his political ideas, he remarked: 
‘He believes that India will attain its political, economic, and moral salvation 
through Islam and is, therefore, not a believer in any sectional scheme of 
Pakistan. He believes that in the end the whole of India will be Pakistan and 


2 Ibid P.526 

3 Amr*y to Linlithgo 26 F«brua/y, 1943, Tba Tranttwr of Powar, Vol HI P.738 

4 Affazl Qadian, 1 f June, 1944 
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therefore also Akhund Hindustan. He considers that the controversy to 
which these two conceptions have given rise will serve merely to prolong 
India’s subjection to British.’ 1 

On 12 January 1945, Mirza Mahmud delivered an address to his community 
at Oadian on the British relations with India. He appealed both parties to come to 
terms: 

‘Time has come for Britain to take Indians into confidence. It is the will of 
God that He has linked the world peace with the British. Despite a few shortcomings, 
God had endowed the British with outstanding qualities How can we go against God’s 
commandment and turn away our eyes. We have always been extending cooperation 
to the Government specially to Britain because that is what we have learnt from the 
Quran. Even if we faced difficulties and were subjected to harm, we, in general, 
continued to cooperate with every Government. Now it was in the interest of England 
to come to an agreement with India. It is a source of strength for Britain, provides a 
large market, supplies manpower to the Army and in fact is a Jewel in the British 
Crown. That is why God had sent the Promised Messiah in India. India will, in near 
future, be under the sway of the Promised Messiah. No power on earth could keep 
Indians whether Hindus, Muslims or Sikhs away from coming into the fold of the 
Promised Messiah 2 

In the end he instructed his followers to take this message of love and mutual 
understanding to every nook and corner of India. 

Commonwealth Conference : Sir Zafarullah gives his ‘role’ in the last phase of the 
struggle for independence oflndia. He led the Indian delegation of the Indian Institute 
of International Relations to the Commonwealth Relations Conference in Chatham 
House, St James Square, London in the spring of 1945. He was still the Federal Court 
Judge at that time . At the opening sitting, he gave India’s contribution to the War 
efforts towards preserving the liberties of the nations of Commonwealth and 
safeguarding the peace of the world at the cost of its economic ruin. Then he discussed 
its constitutional crisis and concluded: 

‘Statesmen of the Commonwealth, does it not strike you as an irony of the 
first magnitude that India should have two and a half million men in the field, fighting 
and struggling to preserve the liberties of the nations of the Commonwealth, and yet 
should be suppliant for her own freedom? How long do you think will she be prepared 
to wait ? India is on the march. You may help her, or you may hinder her, but none 
shall stop her. India shall be five; within the Commonwealth, if you will let her and 
accord her the position that is justly her due; without the Commonwealth, if you will 
leave her no alternative. ^ (Italics added) 
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That was what the British public opinion maintained during those years, 
except perhaps a microscopic minority of die hards belonging to the school of Chur 
chill. Amery, the Secretary of State for India wrote to the Viceroy Wavell on 8 March, 
1945: Zafarul'ah’s ‘Main argument that under delay in setting India on her feet in one 
way or another will gravely prejudice the chance of her remaining in the Common- 
wealth, you and I do not differ from him on that point.’ 1 As for the Interim constitution 
for India ‘I cannot think of better interim constitution for India for the present 
constitution with such minor trimmings as will be involved bringing the legislature 
up-to-date and getting rid of the economic safeguards.’ 2 3 

Zafarullah’s Constitutional Plan: Sir Zafarullah and Sir Sultan Ahmad gave their 
Constitutional Plans on Indian problem for consideration of the British Government 
in 1945. The Plan suggested by Zafarullah was circulated in the form of a memorandum 
(India Committee Paper) on 16 February, 1945 alongwith the Plan of Sir Sultan 
Ahmad who afterwards became member of the Viceroy’s Executive Council. Their 
views on constitutional issues are given in the words of the Secretary of State for India: 
‘1 circulate for information, a note in which Sir Zafarullah Khan gives his 
views on a possible means of solving the communal problem in the constitutional file. 

Sir Zafarullah was member of RTC and Joint Select Committee and 
subsequently the Viceroy’s Executive Council. He is now a Judge of the Federal Court 
and has come here as leader of the Indian delegation to the Commonwealth Relation 
Conference convened by the Institute of International Affairs. He has a very acute 
mind, is a Punjabi, who represents the moderate Muslim point of view, but unfor- 
tunately has little personal following as he belongs to an unorthodox sect.’^ 

Making a comparison of Sir Zafarullah’s plan with that of Sir Sultan 
Ahmad’s, the Secretary of State emphasizes: ‘The point of resemblance of Sir 
Zafarullah Khan and Sir Sultan Ahmad are more numerous and striking than the 
differences. Neither advocates Pakistan. (Italics added). Both recommend a Federal 
centre with strictly limited power, residuary power remaining with the units. They 
differ as to the units, Sir Sultan Ahmad contemplating a redrawing of boundaries and 
Sir Zafarullah Khan prefering to use the existing provinces, leaving their boundaries 
unaltered for 25 years. Both stipulate, in varying degree, a minimum Muslim repre- 
sentation in the Federal Executive and the Federal Services. Sir Zafarullah claims 
50% share in the Executive, Sir Sultan is content with 40% (coupled with 40% Hindus, 
10% Depressed classes and 10% others). The latter, however, while content with the 
similar communal ratio in the Civil Services, demands 50% of the Defence Services. 
Sir Zafarullah thinks the Muslim would acquienceina 10% share of Defence Services 
and one third representation in the Civil Service. In one respect or other these 
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commercial claims would be contested by the Hindus, who would also be opposed to 
the conception of a weak centre. Sir Zafarullah makes no reference to the possibility 
of an interim reconstruction of the present Government of India. Sir Sultan Ahmad 
definitely recommends the drafting of new India Constitution should precede the 
setting up of a provisional Government.’ 1 

Sir Zafarullah scheme came under discussion in London specially its aspect 
of future constitution framing in the wake of arriving at an agreed constitution by 
political parties of India. Zafarullah thought Indians would fail to come to an 
agreement and the Government had to give its own solution within the framework of 
Act of 1935, working towards a loose federation. 2 

Wavell Plan: Gandhi was released from jail in July, 1944. He opened negotiations with 
the Viceroy, but those bore no fruit. Gandhi-Jinnah correspondence did not help 
arrive at a settlement of leading political issues either. The British Government invited 
Lord Wavell to London for consultation. Prior to the announcement of Wavell Plan, 
Sir Zafarullah went to London. Sir JColville, Acting Governor General of India wrote 
to Amery, Secretary of State for India on 22 May, 1945: 

‘You have no doubt seen Abell’s (Deputy Private Secretary to the Viceroy) 
telegram to Turnball (Private Secretary to the Secretary of State), about Zafarullah’s 
journey to UK. It is strongly suspected here that he has gone for political purpose and, 
both Spens (Chief Justice of India) and I are annoyed with him... Although Zafarullah 
spoke as a nationalist when he was last in London and obtained a good deal of applause 
from the nationalist press out here, I suppose that he and (Sir) Feroz (Noon) 3 may 
both have gone to London in the hope of preventing any constitutional proposal being 
accepted which might be unwelcome to them.’ 4 

Wavell returned to India with a formula for independence of India and- 
announced his scheme on 12 June, 1945. He held a Conference at Simla with -the 
leaders of the Congress and the League to break the deadlock and to secure the 
cooperation of principal Indian political parties in the successful conclusion of the 
War against Japan by selecting the members of the Executive Council from amongst 
leaders of Indian political life at the Centre and in the provinces, in proportions which 
would give a balanced representation of the main communities, including equal 
proportions of Muslims and caste Hindus. This plan failed because the League insisted 
that nomination of all Muslims representatives should proceed from itself which 
Wavell did not concede. 


On 22 June, 1945 Mirza Mahmud in his Friday address welcomed the plan 
and urged Indian political leaders to accept it without further consideration and delay. 
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He emphasized that its acceptance would help to arrive at an agreement with the 
"British and in this way the political leaders would not only do a great favour to 
themselves but also to their coming generations. 1 2 He criticized the political leaders 
who were disputing with each other over matters of details when Britain had 
announced to bestow independence upon India. An English version of his address 
was placed in the hands of Muslim and non Muslim political leaders who had been 
invited by Lord Wavell to the Conference in Simla. The Conference failed and no 
amicable settlement could be reached between the League and Congress leaders. 
Elections 1945-46: With the termination of the War (1945-46) the Labour Govern- 
ment of Attlee announced election schedule. Elections were held in India during the 
winter of 1945-46. 

Muslim League has been taking the shape of a sole representative body of 
Muslims oflndia under the dynamic leadership ofQuaid-e-Azam. Qadianis were well 
aware of it. Mirza Mahmud, a notorious political opportunist of his time, planned to 
seize the opportunity. On 21 October, 1945 he wrote an article under the caption : 
The Policy of Jamal Ahmadya in the Coming Elections and instructed his community 
to support the Muslim League. It is very interesting that in that very article he opposed 
Pakistan scheme, the very basis on which the League carried out its election campaign. 

He writes : 

By that time (Simla Conference, 1945) I decided that unless there was a 
change in circumstances* we should support the Muslim League or its policy. Although 
we now as well as in the past firmly and whole heartedly believed in Akhund Hindustan 
which could easily contain the Muslim Pakistan and the Hindu Hinudstan. We still 
strictly adhere to it. 3 

Qadianis were an insignificant minority ih whole of India. Moreover, they 
were scattered and could only exert a little influence on election results. They could 
claim some influence in their birth place i.e. Punjab. 4 According to Mirza Mahmud, 
Qadiani numbered 4 to 5 lac in all. Out of this only about 50,000 were legible to cast 
votes. There were nearly six thousand Qadiani voters in the Punjab, mainly con- 
centrated in Sialkot, Wazirabad, Shakargarh and Batala tehsils. Keeping in view their 
voting strength, Qadiani support for Muslim League, Unionists or any other political 
party had no meaning at all. No political party was willing to cooperate with them for 
fear of inviting the warth of Muslims who had been striving hard to assert fheir Islamic 
identity in the forthcoming elections. Mirza Mahmud explained the difficulties being 
faced by Ahmadya Jamat in the wake of coming elections to his inner Cabinet and 
emphasized the need of certain mutual understanding between the heads of local 
Jamats and the candidates taking part in elections. He lamented that Muslim League', 
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the Unionist Party, and the Zamindara League had not given party ticket to Ahmadi 
candidates. He claimed that the political parties were only expressing their support 
for certain individual candidates in lieu of support in other constituencies as Unionist 
would support Nawab Muhammad Din (Sialkot) and Chaudhry Anwar Hussain 
(Ajnala) and Muslim League would extend cooperation to Abdul Ghafoor Qamar 
(Shakargarh). That had led to a paradoxical situation that Muslim leaguers and 
Unionists were strongly opposing Ahmadis in some local constituencies but cooperat- 
ing with them in some others. He advised his community to be ready to adjust 
themselves to the changed policy of Qadian for the interest of Ahmadyat. 1 

It may be stated here that the League leadership considered Qadianism, a 
heresy, and Qadianis, a non-Muslim entity. Maulana Abdul Hamid Badayuni, one time 
made an attempt to move a resolution in the Lahore Session of the Muslim League 
on 30 July, 1944 to debar Qadianis from getting the League’s membership but was not 
allowed to do so on political reasons. Mirza Mahmud also tried to get an authoritative 
verdict from the Muslim League leadership in favour of Qadianism, but failed. He 
deputed Pir Akbar Ali to discuss the issue with some senior members of the League 
but he received a strong rebuff from them. 

On 28 January, 1946 Qadian formally announced its support for the Punjab 
Assembly candidates in the coming elections. There were 27 Muslim League 2 can- 
didates, 16 Unionists, 3 3 independents 4 and one Zamindara 5 League nominee. In 
Joint Electorate seats, support was announced for Malik Khizar Hayat, Unionist, 
(Land Lord Multan and West Punjab) and Sardar Jagjit Singh Maan (Land Lord 
Central). 6 

By early February, Qadian announced its so-called support for some more 
candidates. It included 4 Muslim Leaguers, 7 10 Unionists 8 and one independent 
candidate, 9 a Qadiani lawyer. Mirza Mahmud, a notorious opportunist of his time had 
no set principles to observe. He jumped into elections fray to reap prospective benefits 
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for his community. His announcement of ‘support’ for Muslim League was a farce and 
the worst kind of opportunism which had always been the hallmark of Qadian. 1 
Contrary to the flimsy verbal support for the League’s candidates in some Punjab 
constituencies which they certainly did not require at all, Qadianis simultaneously 
launched a propaganda campaign against many League nominees in other constituen- 
cies in collaboration with Unionists and independents. It brought a good deal of 
embarrassment to political workers of the League and they faced difficulties in running 
their election campaign smoothly. 

Moreover the support announced for different candidates by the Centre and 
local Jamats at the same time led to a confusion. In some cases, the local Jamats 
disregarded instructions from the Centre to support the candidates of their choice. 2 
Its classic example was the Ahmadi voters of Gujranwala constituency. They did not 
obey Mirza Mahmud’s order and continued to support the candidates of their choice. 
Mirza Mahmud had to announce with indignation that they were free to vote to the 
candidates of their choice but imposed a penalty of suspension of their representation 
in Majlis i Shoora (Advisory Body) and ordered that no Ahmadi from Gujranwala could 
see him in future. 3 

In Narowal constituency, Qadianis supported their Ahmadi candidate Khan 
Bahadur Nawab Muhammad Din who was a Unionist nominee against Mian Mumtaz 
Daultana, the League nominee. Similarly in Sialkot Deska constituency support was 
first announced for Unionist candidate Zaildar Ghulam Jilani against the League 
nominee, Chaudhry Nasiruddin. Afterwards it was changed and an avowed Ahrari 
leader Sahibzada Faizul Hasan of Alo Mohar who was a Unionist nominee was 
supported. Sir Zafarullah, then Judge, Federal Court of India and Khan Bahadur 
Qasim Ali of Deska brought him to Qadian in January 1946 to conclude a deal with 
him. 4 Mirza Mahmud came to an understanding with him and ordered his Jamat to 
vote for him. The announcement in Alfazl brought a good deal of astonishment to 
the people and many Qadianis sought its clarification time and again. It was unbeliev- 
able to them. 

In Bhalwal constituency Mirza Mahmud announced support for a Unionist 
candidate. An influential land lord of the area Malik Sahib Khan Noon, an Ahmadi, 
made a firm commitment of support to that candidate on the basis of assurances given 
by Mirza Mahmud. Seeing his chances of success bleak, Mirza Mahmud declared 
‘support’ for Sheikh Fazal Haq Piracha (Muslim League) but instructed Malik Noon 
to continue his support for the Unionist candidate. 5 


1 Paiqham-i-SuBi, Lahore, 27 February 1948 
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To meet the imperatives of its ever changing policy on elections, Mirza 
Mahmud advised the local Ahmadya Jamats of Hasar, Rohtek, Gurgaon, Karnal, 
Mianwali, Jhang and Rawalpindi to arrive at some understanding on the basis of 
majority decisions for extending support to selected candidates. 1 In most cases, the 
Unionist candidates were supported in these constituencies in accordance with the 
undeclared policy of Qadian. Qadian’s main interest laid in the election of Batala 
constituency of the Punjab where Fateh Muhammad Sayal, an independent Qadiani 
candidate and a blue-eyed boy of Mirza Mahmud was contesting against Mian Badar 
Mohyuddin (Unionist) and Syed Bahuddin (Muslim League) with active support of 
non Muslim feudal aristocracy and indirect British patronage. He won the seat. On his 
success Mirza Bashir Ahmad extended special thanks to his Sikh and Hindu supporters 
who ‘helped Ahmadi candidate by putting themselves in numerous difficulties’ 2 Mirza 
Mahmud made it clear that the real task of his Ahmadi member of the Punjab 
Assembly was to work in a way that Hindus, Muslims and Sikhs could come to an 
agreement with one another and all of them work together for the development of 
the province, 3 a policy professed by the Unionist Party. 

In Lyallpur constituency, Ch.Ismat Ullah Qadiani contested against the 
League nominee and received a crushing defeat. It unequivocally established that the 
Qadiani declaration for the support of the Muslim League was an eyewash. It was a 
unilateral declaration meant only to hoodwink public opinion and to camouflage their 
odd deals. In many instances it proved harmful to the League’s slogan of establishment 
of an Islamic State of Pakistan. The pro-Congress nationalist elements exploited the 
situation to their advantage. A wild and malicious propaganda campaign was openly 
launched against as many as 16 Ahrar or pro-Ahrar candidates 4 engaged in contesting 
the Punjab Elctions. 5 

The Ahrars were routed in these elections and lost their popularity. It 
afforded an opportunity to Qadiani activists to discredit and defame their arch 
enemies. Large funds flowed from Qadian for character assassination campaign of 
Ahrar leaders. Qadianis directed their efforts to fulfil a prophecy of Mirza Mahmud 
i.e. Ahrars would find the ground slipping from under their feet’ which related to their 
sudden downfall. Alfcu! was jubilant over their total defeat in the elections. 6 

The Punjab Elections brought very interesting things to the notice of 

Muslims: 
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1 . Sh. Husaamuddin (Amritsar) 2. Master Taiuddtn An sari (Urban) 3. Mian Abdul Nabi (Urban) 4. Mazhar All Azhar 
(Urban) Slalkot 5. Mohii Mohar Nawaz (Multan) 6. Ghulam Farid (Gurdaspur) 7.Ch. Abdul Rahman UaJIunder) 8. 
Ch.Munammad Abdullah (Narowal) 9. Kazlm Ali (KhanewaJ) 10. Nasrullah Khan (Muzaftargarh) 11. Abdul Hye 
(Attock) 12. Khushi Muhammad (Samundarl) 13. Abdul Ghaloor (Toba tek Singh) 14. Muhammaa Ali (Jallendhar) 

13. Falz Muhammad Khan (Alipur) and 16. Sards- J 
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i) Despite tall claim of Mirza Mahmud of extending so-called sup- 
port to certain candidates some Qadiani elders openly dis- 
regarded ‘His Holiness’ orders and continued to support 
candidates of their own choice. They received money and official 
support to conduct the election campaign of the Unionists and 
exploited the evasive policy of Qadian for their personal ends. 
Mirza Mahmud deplored this state of affairs in his addresses. 1 
Even in those constituencies where local Jamats made majority 
decisions and approval of the Centre was accorded to them, 
Qadiani voters disregarded all instructions and voted for the 
candidates of their choice. 2 

ii) Many Qadianis disliked the way Mirza Mahmud was engaged in 
conducting the Punjab elections campaign. Support to an Ahrar 
leader Sahibzada FaizulHasan in place of Zaildar Ghulam Jilani 
whose support was announced earlier by Qadian came under 
sharp attack. 3 It was regarded a shortsighted policy and undue 
submission to the whims and wishes of Sir Zafarullah and Malik 
Khizar Hayat. 

iii) Continuously shifting loyalties and undeclared support to certain 
candidates by flouting mutual agreements exposed Qadian. It 
became clear that Mirza Mahmud was undoubtedly a master of 
dirty tricks, a pseudo politician and a selfseeker. 

In post-elections days Qadian echoed with the voice of dissidents. It was 
alleged that the hard earned money of Ahmadis given for the propagation of their 
beliefs had been lavishly spent on politicking. 4 Mirza Mahmud was quick to stifle those 
voices through his autocratic ways with the support of his mercenaries. 

In the Provincial Assemblies, the Congress secured majority in Hindu 
dominated provinces as well as in Assam and the NWFP. The League captured 428 
out of 492 seats reserved for the Muslims in all Provincial Assemblies. It formed 
ministries in Bengal and in Sind but not in the Punjab where a coalition of the 
Unionists, Akali Sikhs and the Congress assumed office under Sardar Khizar Hayat. 
The party position in the Punjab Assembly was the Muslim League (73) and the 
Unionists (12). Later on four Unionists joined the League. 

After the elections Qadian made a perfidious announcement that they had 
extended ‘support’ to 33 members of the Muslim League out of which 32 succeeded 
and 9 Unionist candidates were supported in the Punjab elections out of which 6 were 
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successful. 1 They, in fact extended self proclaimed support to 31 Muslim Leaguers, 26 
Unionists, 4 independents and one Zamindara League nominee. In practice their 
deceptive policy was heavily tilted towards Unionists and announcements and decla- 
rations of their cooperation with the Muslim League were devoid of any substance. 

In the Central Assembly, the League won every seat reserved for the 
Muslims, while the Congress captured the remaining elective seats. Qadianis cast their 
votes in favour of Maulana Zafar Ali Khan, the Muslim League candidate for Central 
Assembly seat. They were left with no other choice. Mirza Mahmud also instructed 
Ahmadis of Bengal, UP, Behar, CP, Bombay, NWFP etc. to vote for Muslim league. 
It was a rhetorical strategy to conceal political dichotomy pursued by him since the 
fall of 1945. 

Nehru Supports Zafarullatr. Relations between Qadianis and the Congress leaders 
were very cordial in the last phase of the independence movement. Pandit Nehru 
proposed the name of Sir Zafarullah from British India for the Presidentship of 
International Court of Justice. The British Government fully supported him. The UK 
Nationalist Group also nominated him as one of the four candidates on the UK list. 
But American Delegation to the UN withdrew its supports at the last moment infavour 
of a Polish candidate and he could not succeed in the contest. Nehru also had in mind 
his name as future Chief Justice of India. 2 

Cabinet Mission: It was announced in the British Parliament on 19 February, 1946 
that a 3-man Cabinet Mission would visit India to find a solution to the Indian problem . 
The Mission arrived at Delhi on 24 March, 1946. It held prolonged discussions with 
the leaders of Indian parties to produce an agreed solution. 

On 5 April, 1946 Mirza Mahmud wrote an article in Alfazl, Qadian under 
the title : Parliamentary Mission and Duty of Indians in which he stated: 

‘Many Ahmadis have asked me why the members of the Mission had not 
given an opportunity to Ahmadis to explain their point of view? My reply is 
(a) we are a religious and not a political organization. Still the Commission 
have provided an opportunity to Organizations of Christians to give their 
point of view, (b) We and Muslims will be in the same boat, (c) We are a 
minority. Anyhow we have been making far greater sacrifices in the War as 
compared with other organizations of India.' 3 

He emphatically brought to the notice of the Mission that Britain could be 
guilty if it created a situation where a minority could not get its due rights. He 
concluded with a note that Hindu Muslim issue could be solved in a justway.,He had 
always been a protagonist of the principle of the British Empire and believed jt to be 
far superior to the then established International League or the UNO. The system 
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might require a change but it could not becalied a subjection to the foreign rule if we 
shared with it. However, ultimately there should be a mutual agreement among 
different parts of India and with that of the British Empire, he maintained. 

On the basis of that agreement Hindus and Muslims could live together as 
they had been living in the past hundreds of years. He assured the Hindus that his 
heart was with them and he eagerly desired a mutual agreement between them and 
Muslims of India so that these step brothers could live like real brothers. He finally 
remarked : 7 firmly believe that every possible effo/i must be made to keep India united. 
Had thete been a separatioti it would not have been a real one and should ultimately 
result in the unity of India:' (Italics added) 1 

This article was given the shape of a tract and was sent to Maulana Azad, 
Mahatma Gandhi and the Quaid. It was also circulated in the Muslim Convention, 
Delhi and the public meeting organized by the Muslim League at the Urdu Park, 
Delhi. 2 

Provisional Government: On 12 August, 1946 Lord Wavell invited the Congress 
President Pandit Nehru to form a Provisional Government with the League, if 
possible. The Quaid refused to join the Cabinet on the plea that the Cabinet Mission 
Plan had been accepted by the League and rejected by the Congress. Logically, 
therefore, the Muslim League should have been called upon to form an Interim 
Government. The League, therefore, decided to pass a resolution for direct action and 
condemned the Congress and the British for the breach of faith with the Muslim. 
Direct Action Day was observed on 16 August. 

On 2 August, Mirza Mahmud advised the Muslim League to change its 
present complexion of being sole representative party of the Muslims and turn itself 
into the National League by bringing in its fold some non Muslim communities like 
Parsees, Sikhs and Christians. The League was proposed to adopt a flexible attitude 
to accommodate other organizations, 3 and prove itself a political and not a religious 
party. It was obviously an attempt to find place for Qadianis in the League. 

Qadianis came out with their criticism and condemnation of the Direct 
Action Programme on the ground that ‘Ahmadis were not bound to accept it as it 
went contrary to their religious beliefs and there was no obligation on their part as 
the League had not entered into any alliance with them.* 4 

In late August 1946, Mirza Mahmud instructed Bashir Ahmad, Advocate 
Lahore to revive the activities of its para military organization, the National League 
to play its due role in the then prevailing circumstances. 5 The object was to provide 
support to the British Government to meet Direct Action threat and save Ahmadis 
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from militant attacks. Qadianis were already very active in detecting INA ‘spies’ and 
had set up their well-knit espionage system as an arm of the British Intelligence in 
India and the Far Hast specially in Japan. 

Delhi Plan: The Government formed by Pandit Nehru took office on 2 September, 
1946. The League refused to participate in the Interim Government. Aifazl wrote that 
‘the Congress had not taken a wise step, it should have taken Muslims into confidence 
for a Hindu-Muslim rapprochement.’ 1 

On 23 September, 1946 Mirza Mahmud left for Delhi on a political mission. 
He was accompanied by Mirza Bashir Ahmad, A.R.Dard, Dr Hashmatullah, Mirza 
Sharif Ahmad, Ch. Asadullah, (brother of Sir Zafarollah), Zulfiqar Ali, Ch Muzafar 
Din, and Sufi Abdul Qadeer. He met the leading political leaders viz, the Quaid, 
Gandhi, Azad, Nawab Bhopal, Nehru, besides some foreign journalists. He wished to 
see the Viceroy but was not able to do so due to his prior commitments. He, however, 
sent him a few letters explaining his point of view on the then prevailing political 
deadlock. He was urging the British to keep in view the future of Ahmadi loyalists 
while transferring power to the Congress and the League. A.R.Dard called on the 
Private Secretary to the Viceroy and handed him a letter from Mirza Mahmud. 2 

In late 1946, Aifazl emphatically urged on Ahmadis to do their utmost to 
bring Muslims into the fold of Ahmadyat. Minimum target fixed for every Ahmadi 
was to make one convert. 3 Alfazt also made Qadianis understand in the customary 
way that God had already decided to create a new heaven and earth for Ahmadya 
Community through His Promised Messiah and His Caliphs and Jamat. 4 It alluded to 
the establishment of a Qadiani State in some part of India. 

Mirza Mahmud also met Khan Bahadur Ali Quli Khan, former political 
Agent NWFP. Nawab Chattari, a former Governor of UP sent him a telegram from 
Aligarh expressing his cooperation and appreciation for his ‘Mission.’ Sir Agha Khan 
sent him a similar telegram from Europe. 5 One special aspect of his visit to Delhi was 
his secret meetings with the officials of the British Intelligence. This is ‘confirmed’ 
from a top secret letter which was written by the Punjab Intelligence Chief to the Chief 
of the British Secret Service, London on 8 July, 1947. We will refer to it later on. 

In its 19 September, 1946 issue, Aifazl urged the Muslim League leadership 
to send a common appeal to Hazrat Imam Jamat Ahmadya, Mirza Mahmud Ahmad 
requesting him to give advice on political issues like Direct Action. Through his 
leadership, Muslims could get their political rights without shedding blood and 
creating unrest in the country. The paper made it clear that the proposal had been 
made in good faith. Any how, it was destined that ‘Jamat Ahmadya must have a special 
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position by the year 1948, as stated by its Imam (Mirza Mahmud).’ 1 The nature of 
Mirza Mahmud’s mission and his desire to find place for Qadiani Community in the 
Muslim league can be seen from his letter which he wrote to Mr. MA Jinnah on 6 
October, 1946 from Delhi on the induction of the League in the Interim Government 
by the British. 

Following is the text of the letter. 2 

"I am very glad to hear that after all the present negotiations are nearing a 
settlement. I have all along been of the opinion that though we should never lose sight 
of our ideal or slacken our struggle for it, we should at the same time be ready to 
accept a compromise (for Islam allows compromise on such occasions) provided it is 
honourable and leaves us free to continue lawful struggle for further achievement. 
This is what is popularly known as accepting a thing under protest. As the Interim 
Government has immense power for good and evil, I was naturally very anxious that 
some way might be found for the Muslims to get in and I am glad that your good 
handling of the situation and cooperation of influential friends have made that 
possible. 

If no further hitch crops up and a settlement is finally reached, which we 

could hope and pray for, I would draw your attention to the great need of 

strengthen and expanding the organization of the Muslim League. To begin 

with five things seem to be essential: 

i) Organizing the Centre, the Provinces and the Districts on a firmer 
and more representative basis. 

ii) Laying out a scheme for permanent income. 

Hi) Strengthening Muslim Press at the Centre and in Provinces. 

iv) Setting up Central League Organization for helping Muslims in 
the fields of commerce, industry, etc. 

v) Extending and consolidating foreign relations. 

There is, of course, a very vast field of work but even if a modest beginning 
is made the foundation will be laid for future progress and prosperity. May God help 
you! 

The expanded organization will be beneficial in another way also. There is 
at present a fairly large number of capable Muslims who are ready or rather eager to 
serve the cause of Islam and Muslims in India. The expanded organization will open 
the door for absorbing them; otherwise they might become gradually alienated and 
even discontented and some of them may eventually turnout to be a source of mischief. 
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l did not perhaps inform you that the very day I met you 1 sent a note to 
H.E. the Viceroy telling him that the Muslim League demands had the full sympathy 
and support of my community." 1 

Mirza Mahmud’s sole purpose of visit to Delhi was to find some place for 
his Jamat. He could neither influence the Congress leadership nor the League had 
any soft comer for him. He claimed that through his prayers the hearts of the leaders 
of political parties had melted and they came to an understanding on the question of 
interim government. Qadianisclaim that Mirza Mahmud was instrumental in creating 
a situation in consultation with Mr. Jinnah and with the cooperation and assistance 
of His Highness the Nawab of Bhopal, in which the way was opened for the Muslim 
League to be invited to join the interim Government on terms acceptable to Mr. 
Jinnah. 2 It is totally untrue . It can neither be substantiated from Ahmadya record nor 
from other independent sources. Mirza Mahmud himself admits that Gandhi and 
Nehru were not prepared to listen to him nor gave least value to his (self-styled) 
mediation move. 3 All credit goes to Nawab of Bhopal for his selfless efforts. 4 

In October, 1946, the League finally consented, at the Viceroy’s persuation 
to join the Interim Government to safeguard the Muslim interests. But it refused to 
enter the Constituent Assembly provided by the Cabinet Mission Plan till such time 
as the Congress accepted the Plarf unequivocally, unreservedly and in toio. A hastily 
called conference of the three parties the Congress, the League and Akali Dal in 
London did not make much headway. 

By the close of 1946, communal riots broke out in Bengal, Behar and the 
Punjab. The Interim Government was heading toward failure. The Congress set about 
pulling wires in India and London and succeeded in securing the withdrawal of the 
Viceroy. A time limit was set for the withdrawal from India by the British Government 
(June 1948) and Lord Mountbattan arrived in India as the new Viceroy to work out 
the details of the transfer of power. 

On 13 October, 1946 the Muslim League decided to join the Interim 
Government and the next day Mirza Mahmud Ahmad left for Qadian. He gave the 
details of his visit to Delhi in an address to his community which throws light on his 
political aspirations: 

"No doubt it is the duty of the Government to consult us and take care of 
our rights. We are 7 to 8 lacs in number in India but are scattered in such a way that 
our voice is unheard. The League does not entertain our participation while we do 
not want to join the Congress. On the other hand, Parsees are only 3 lac in number 
and the Government have taken a Parsee Minister in the Central Government. Their 
community have also been given official recognition while we are twice in number and 
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even greater than that. I told a British officer in Delhi, although we do not complain, 
yet the Government have taken an unjust decision. iHiey have recognized the political 
entity of Parsees but not of Ahmadis. I challenged him that ! could produce two 
Ahmadis against each Parsee. Since our Jamat does not agitate and keep silent that 
is why its rights are not protected. Also my representative gave a reply to him that no 
doubt Ahmadis were a religious community but they had to live in India and were 
affected by the political conditions of the country. Another answer to that could be 
that Parsees and Christians were also religious communities and they had been given 
representation on religious and not on political grounds... we are scattered all over 
India and that is the reason we could not get one tenth of our due rights." 1 2 

Had Ahmadis adopted a clear cut polity by calling themselves a non Muslim 
minority like Parsees, their political rights would have been much safe; in free states! 

The Qadiani opportunist, Mirza Mahmud also wrote another letter to Mr. 
M-A.Jinnah on 27 October, 1946 from Qadian on the League's acceptance of 
portfolios in the Interim Government: 

The new allotment of portfolios has been announced. Though their distribu- 
tion is not equitable yet I must congratulate you on your successful efforts. The 
important porf olios like Defence, External Affairs, Home etc. are still with the 
Congress. One of them especially the Defence or the Supply ought to have been given 
to the Muslim League. However the Muslim League representatives will follow your 
advice and work assiduously till the rights of Muslims are fully secured. May Allah 
help you in your great task and lead you to the right path, Amen!. 12 


1 Altai Qadian, 13 November, 
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KHALI STAN AND 
QADIANI STATE 

With the arrival of Cabinet Mission, Oadianis nourished high hopes regard- 
ing their future. Mirza Mahmud debunked Pakistan scheme and declared that the 
Mission had come with the intention to give every thing to India, if the Indians so 
desired. 1 Nevertheless Oadianis were very much disturbed because the British had not 
made any decision on the position of the loyalists. They always linked their destiny 
with the British and the very idea of the British going so soon leaving them at the 
mercy of the Congress or the League terrified them. They rebuked the Labour 
Government in their private meetings which was eager to transfer power in India in 
a haste. 

In the Punjab, the Sikhs and Oadianis both approached the British with a 
plan for the safeguard of their future in the wake of independence. Sardar Baldev 
Singh and Master Tara Singh met Lord Wavell on 15-16 May, 1946 and requested him 
that the Sikhs should be provided with an area of their own 2 i.e. Khalistan. They again 
met him on 6 June with the Khalistan scheme. 

Wavell records : "We saw the Sikhs this afternoon, Tara Singh and Baldev 
Singh. On the whole, I think it went fairly well. We told them that agitation and 
disturbances could only be harmful to their cause and would not be tolerated ; arid 
tried to pursued them that if they kept calm and used their influence they would be 
able to secure their position in the Punjab. The trouble is that the Sikhs have never 
forgotten that they once owned the Punjab, that they have no political sense, and an 
exaggerated idea of their own abilities and importance." 3 

The Sikhs pressed for an independent state of Khalistan in the Punjab and 
Oadianis manoeuvred to secure the status of Vatican for Qadian. Both of them made 
references to their past sendees and pledged loyalty to the British Imperialism. 
Oadianis supported the Sikh demand for an independent state and sought their 
collaboration for a common cause. 4 Oadianis called themselves a separate community 
from Muslims and prepared a Memorandum to that effect for submission to the 
Labour Government. They made earnest appeal to the British to save their future and 
let their own sapling grow into a tree. They demanded an independent status like that 
of the Vatican for Oadian on the plea that it was their holiest place, the Mecca 
(Harram) as the Mirza called it. There was the Cemetery of. Paradise (promising 
Ahmadis a passport to heaven) and the founder of Ahmadyat and his companions 
were buried there. Its name was given in the Quran, as the Mirza claimed on the basis' 


1 Atfazl Oadian, 25 April, 1 946 

2 Wavell the Viceroy's Journal, Edited by Penderel Moon, Oxford University Preee, Karachi, 1874, P.271 

3 Ibid 

4 AJfazI Oadian 19 June, 1946 





Khalistan And Qadiani State 244 

of one of his revelations. 1 Further the A1 Aqsa Mosque referred to in the Holy Quran 
was nothing else but the Promised Messiah’s ‘mosque’ situated at Qadian. 2 It was also 
the seat of the caliphate. All that qualified it to be the Vatican for ‘His Holiness', the 
Qadiani Pope. 

The establishment of the state of Qadian was neither geographically feasible 
nor politically viable. Although the Qadianis assured the British that it could serve as 
a buffer state to further their Imperialists interests yet it did not receive due attention 
of the Labour Government. The copy of the Memorandum was sent to Attlee’s 
Government through the London Ahmadya Mission. Abdul Rahim Dard handed over 
another copy to the Private Secretary to the Viceroy, Lord Wavell when Mirza 
Mahmud was staying in Delhi in September, 1946. 

Sikh leaders specially Gyani Kartar Singh and Master Tara Singh continued 
to demand a homeland for Sikhs with the merger of six Sikh states of the Punjab. 3 
They also demanded 30% representation each for Hindus and Sikhs and 40% for 
Muslims if the existing Punjab was to be maintained intact, but failing that they would 
proceed with the idea of Partition of the Punjab. 

In the Punjab, Khizar Hayat acted as a tool in the hands of non Muslims. He 
arrested seven members of the League High Command on 24 July, 1947 and the 
League National Guards were declared unlawful. It led to a popular agitation against 
his Ministry. Mirza Mahmud instructed Qadianis to refrain from taking part in 
agitation and strikes started by the League 4 During the course of Muslim League’s 
agitation in the Punjab, the Prime Minister Attlee issued an important statement on 
20 February, 1947 which referred to the Punjab situation and showed Britain’s 
willingness to transfer political power before June 1948. 5 The League regarded it an 
improvement on the Cabinet Mission Plan and promised transfer of powers to Muslim 
provinces which had not been represented in the Constituent Assembly. The Hindus 
and Sikh circles made a secret decision to support Khizar Coalition Ministry. Mirza 
Mahmud harped on the theme of Hindu-Muslim unity and on the basis of a- dream 
announced that the British could neither keep India under their control for lopg nor 
India would remain firmly united after it got rid of them. He emphasized that religion 
must be separated from politics as it had been the very basis of the advent of the 
Promised Messiah. 6 

On 2 March, 1947 Khizar tendered his resignation on the pretext that His 
Majesty’sGovernment desired that the parties in the province must cometo grip direct 
with their problems. Sir ZafaruUah states that he persuaded Khizar to resign. 7 Mirza 
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Mahmud also claims to have written a letter to Khizar and sent Zafarullah to persuade 
him to resign. A.R.Dard, Nazir Foreign Affairs of Qadian claims that he afterwards, 
called on the Quaid who remarked : ‘I can never forget it.' 1 

The League wanted to form an All Parties Government but Hindus and 
Sikhs decided to stay in opposition. Alfazl advised the League to extend thanks to 
Khizar for his resignation and leave the past. It was proposed that the League Ministry 
should be formed on the principle of cooperation with the minorities. 2 
Punjab Divided: The Congress Working Committee met in Delhi on 8 March, 1947 
and passed a resolution suggesting the division of the Punjab into two provinces as 
the only solution of the communal trouble in the province. Oadianis opposed the 
division mainly to safeguard their economic and political interests and to save Oadian, 
their power base. Mirza Mahmud instructed the Punjab Jamats to pass resolutions 
against the division on the following lines : 

i) Muslim majority areas should be included into Islamic territory 
either by changing the limits of districts or by creating inde- 
pendent islands irrespective of continuity; 

ii) A referendum should be held to ascertain the opinion of Untouch- 
ables and Christians after declaring Muslim majority areas as 
Islamic ones; 

iii) Heads of the present canals, power stations, and hilly resorts 
should be attached to the Punjab areas irrespective of thepopula- 
tion ratio for at least 15 years. 

The Chief Secretary of Oadian sent the copy of the above resolution to the 
Quaid. 3 A copy of another similar resolution was sent to the British Prime Minister 
Mr. Attlee, leader of the opposition Mr. Churchill and the Ouaid which stated: 
"Ahmadis were very much opposed to the division of the Punjab because it was a 
natural unit from geographical and economic point of view. The principle of division 
of India does not apply to it." 4 

Mirza Bashir Ahmad wrote a pamphlet under the caption Beware Khalsa 
and argued against the division of the Punjab on economic, religious and political 
grounds. 5 He emphasized, "Ahmadis wished a united India. However if India had to 
be divided then at least the Punjab should be saved from it so that the Muslims and 
Sikhs and also Hindus could claim it to be their own land. It was most probable that 
the seeds of the Punjab might in future unite India by undoing its division." 6 
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Mirza Mahmud in a appeal to the Sikh nation opposed the division on 
economic and religious grounds and in the end prayed: ‘O God! Give wisdom to my 
countrymen. Firstly there should not be a partition of this country. If it was at all 
partitioned, the doors of reunion should be left open. Amen !." 1 

In an attempt to save Qadian, Mirza Bashir Ahmad opened negotiations 
with some Sikh leaders notably Sardar Var Yam Singh . 2 He met him to seek the 
cooperation of the Sikh leadership for a united and independent Punjab but could not 
succeed. However Qadiani leaders continued to pin hopes on British help in retention 
of Qadian within the British Commonwealth. 

The British Governor, Jenkins was working for a united Punjab to keep it 
within the British Commonwealth. George Abel, Private Secretary to Mounlbattan 
prepared a plan in that context and took it to London. The British Government 
approved it but according to V.P.Menon, Nehru rejected jt. A new scheme of Menon’s 
drafting replaced it. Under the original scheme the ‘demission of authority’ was to be 
to the provinces and, there was no automatic arrangements for having successful 
Governments. The scheme of provincial successor states was scrapped when the 
British realized that not Punjab but the whole of sub-continent would be in the 
Commonwealth . 3 

Sir Ronald Wingate, the biographer of Lord Ismay says that when Ismay 
visited Sir Even Jenkins in the Punjab he told him that Pakistan could have to be 
accepted and that could mean the division of the Punjab between Pakistan and India 
and we would have to hand over the separate Indian and Pakistan Governments. This 
drew from Jenkins the reply : 

'That is the death of the Punjab. It was obvious that the consequences of 
the division of the Punjab could be bad, but Jenkins failed to convince him that they 
could be tragic ." 4 

Sikh demand for Khalistan met a fateful end. The Viceroy was npt willing 
to take up the point with small parties of India and did not support the demand . 5 The 
Congress won over the Sikhs to attain their political ends. Similarly Mirza Mahmud 
strived hard to secure the status of Vatican for Qadian but failed. Geographically the 
proposed Qadian state was a land locked territory. It could neither wist independently 
nor serve the purpose of British Imperialism, 

Mirza Mahmud earnestly desired to save Qadian. The united India or at 
least the united Punjab could fulfil his desire. He knocked on the door of his Imperialist 
masters, made appeals to Sikhs, bowed down to the Congress and at last turned to the 
Muslim League to achieve his political aims. It was a tough time for a British stooge, 
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who at one time played ewer the political destiny of India in collaboration with his 
alien masters. 

Mirza Aspires for United India: In the final phase of the Pakistan movement, Mirza 
Mahmud Ahmad and other Oadiani elders strongly opposed the Pakistan demand or 
division of India and looked to the British as their protectors. 1 This can be cor- 
roborated from numerous addresses delivered by him at important occasions and the 
articles of his followers that appeared from time to lime in the Oadiani press. In early 
months of 1946, the trend was strong but with the passage of time when the 
establishment of Pakistan became evident, it subsided and Qadianis started bracketing 
themselves with the Muslim nation with whom their destiny was said to be linked. 

On his return from Sind in April, 1946 Mirza Mahmud gave an interview to 
the correspondent of the Daily Gazette : 

O. What do you think about Pakistan? 

A. My Pakistan is not confined only to India.it covers the whole 
world. If you are asking for the present Pakistan then I think 
politics it out of my sphere of activity. 2 

During his visit, he was given a reception in the military officer’s mess, 
Hyderabad. Major Thania, Second Command Baluch Regiment, Major M.M.Ahmad, 
Cap. Wilson, Lt. Sen and other Indian and European officers welcomed him 3 and had 
an informal chat with him. 

His brother Mirza Bashir Ahmad proposed a constitutional scheme for the 
Indian problem in May, 1946. Complete and real autonomy for provinces and equal 
rights in the centre with proper safeguards would contain both Pakistan and Akhund 
Hindustan, 4 5 he argued. The proposed scheme had nothing novel in it except.to keep 
India united. 

Mirza Mahmud in an other interview with the correspondent of the As- 
sociated Press of India explained that in case no agreement could be reached between 
the Congress and the League on constitutional issues and the partition, he would 
favour only that party which had a just cause.' Which party professed just cause was 
left unanswered? 

In mid 1946, Alfazl continued to harp on the theme of Hindu-Muslim unity 
in its issues as was dictated by Mirza Mahmud who in his customary language of vision 
(Kashf) and dream convinced his community to prepare themselves for a better future 
in the new set-up of India. He claimed that his repeated dreams and visions, pointed 
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to the fact that ‘God is pushing the country towards Hindus-Muslim unity or inde- 
pendence of India.’ 1 

The official record on British policy confirm that in early 1947 Britain 
opposed the Partition of India. Mountbattan, the last Viceroy of India, was especially 
opposed to divide this ‘first rale establishment’ specially the Armed Forces. 2 Moreover 
he was quite openly impressed with the Congress leadership, a connection made easy 
by his rich wife’s intimacy wirh Jawahar Lai Nehru. 

Qadianis firmly believed in the concept of united and undivided India and 
saw its root in the writings and revelations of their elders. This was enforced from time 
to time by Mirza Mahmud’s utterances. The year 1947 witnessed a strong Pakistan 
•movement in India under the leadership of the Quaid. In April, 1947 Mirza Mehmud 
.went to Sind. On his return he was interviewed by M. Lai Wani, correspondent of the 
Hindustan Daily Gazette and the Statesman Calcutta. One of the questions was on 
Pakistan. 

Q. Is Pakistan practically possible? 

A. From political and economic point of view it could be possible. 
However, I personally think that there is no need to disintegrate 
the country. Today the progress of the world depends on unity. 
The means of communications also establish the necessity of 
cooperation. 3 4 

Some of his addresses he delivered on Pakistan issue in 1947 are interesting 
to note here. In his address to his community on 3 April, 1947 he narrated a dream 
and interpreted it in his customary way emphasizing that the existence of united India 
would be its final destiny. He wished India couldbe a base for propagation of Ahmadya 
beliefs. To achieve this objective we must struggle to unite the nations as God has 
communicated me in this dream... It will be our foremost concern to maintain the 
integrity of India, so far as our support to the Muslims is concerned, we ar.e supporting 
them not to save ourselves but our object is to ensure safety to them.. Since God must 
save us as has been promised, we wished other Muslims to be saved along with us. 

On 4 April, 1947 Mirza Mahmud criticized those who wanted to establish 
peace in the country through the Partition of India and favoured a United India as 
sine qua non for peace. 5 

On 5 April, Alfazl Qadian made it sufficiently clear that Ahmadis believed 
in undivided India and opposed its partition. Giving an interpretation of his dream, 
the Qadiani head exhorted his followers to work for Hindu-Muslim unity in order to 
eliminate Hindu-Muslim Question to enable all nations of India to live together 
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unitedly. It could save country from the ordeal of Partition. No doubt it Could be a 
very difficult task, he said, nevertheless its results would be marvelous. It is the will of 
God, he claimed that all nations of India shoukl be united so that Ahmadyat could 
progress on a wider base. Making reference to that part of his dream in which he saw 
himself and Mahatma Gandhi in the same bed, he concluded that ‘for a very short 
period of time there might probably be the division and separation of Hindu and 
Muslim nations but that division would be puiviy tempomry and we should endeavour 
that the proposed Partition would reversed soon.’ Mirza Mahmud’s address appeared 
in the Ahmadya organ Alfazl Qadian under the caption Akhund Hindustan (United 
India). 1 


On 16 May, 1947, in his Majlis-e-Irfan, Mirza Mahmud addressed his 

followers: 

‘I have already explained that it is God’s will to keep India united. However, 
if the nations of India had to be separated temporarily owing to the extraordinary 
hartred prevailing among themselves that would be a different thing. Often a doctor 
advises amputation of a dead organ not willingly but has to do only when no other 
alternative is left. If he finds that a new organ can be planted then only a simpleton 
will not try for it. Hence if we have agreed to the Partition of India, it is not willingly 
but only reluctantly are expressing our willingness to it.. Anyhow we will try our best 
to get India united again. 12 

Empty Gesture: Dewan Singh Maftoon, editor the Riyasat, Delhi in a leader warned 
Ahmadis of the consequences arising out of the establishment of a Muslim state of 
Pakistan and reminded them of the treatment meted out to them in Kabul. He 
proposed them to keep themselves aloof from extending any support to the Pakistan 
cause. Mirza Mahmud found an excuse to criticize the apathy of Hindu leadership to 
Qadiani aspirations. He explained that past attitudeofHindusin socio-economic fields 
had forced Muslims to demand Pakistan. He referred to his meetings with the 
Congress leadership GandhiJi and Nehru in September, 1946 in Delhi and highly 
regretted their lukewarm attitude toward his proposals on future of India. ‘They 
altogether rejected all what he said. The prevailing tense situation was the ultimate 
result of it’, he argued. 

He then justified his stand of not opposing Pakistan on the following main 
grounds : Firstly, we support Pakistan because it is the due right of Muslims and they 
should get it. If we are hanged for a just cause we will feel satisfied for it. Secondly 
what was the attitude of Hindus towards us.’? In recent riots in Behar, Ahmadis were 
also killed. A Sikh leader threaned to completely demolish Qadian and v throw it into 
the river Bias. In short, Hindus had spared no opportunity to suppress us. So how can 
we now cooperate with them? Thirdly we think that the rights of Muslims are denied 
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to them and we feel that we have to extend support to them, although we know that 
neither Muslims nor Hindus would spare any chance to push us into liquidation.' 1 

Does this mean at least a verbal support for Pakistan or an attempt to 
hoodwink public opinion? Mirza Mahmud’s utterances in the preceding months belie 
ail his claims of support for Pakist an. On 2.1unc, 1947, he declared in hisMajlis-e-!rfan, 
Oadian : ‘The hatred among the hearts of Indians had reached a point where the 
partition seems inevitable. The existing circumstances have left no other alternative 
except to remove this hatred. When the enmity and hatred will subside, the love for 
country prevail and serve to unite Hindu-Muslim again.’ 2 3 

Mirza Bashir Ahamd, in reply to the criticism of a Sikh paper Sher-i-Punjnb 
regarding the partition of the Punjab wished : 

‘We have to bow our heads in front of the will of God. Until we see it we 
cannot resist declaring; Would that India were remain united ! Would that Punjab were 
remain united even now’! 

It is quite interesting that even after the establishment of Pakistan, Mirza 
Mahmud was the protagonist of Akhund Hindustan belief. In his 15 August, 1947 
address to his community, he wished united India and prayed; ‘May God create 
conditions through peace, agreement and understanding that we could see this country 
united again and make it a centre for Islam. 4 

Boundary Commission: The Muslim League accepted the Third June Plan according 
to which the Punjab and Bengal were to be divided. A Boundary Commission was set 
up on 30 June, 1947 under the British lawyer Sir Cyril Radcliffe. In the Punjab, it 
comprised two Muslim members; Mr Justice Muhammad Munir and Mr Justice Din 
Muhammad and two non Muslim members Mr Justice MeharChandMahajan and Mr 
Justice Teja Singh. Sir Zafarullah was the senior most counsel or the Muslim League. 
He was assisted by a panel of lawyers which included Syed Shamim Hussain Kadri, 
Malik Abdul Aziz and S A. Rehman. Mian Amiruddin, a veteran leader of the Punjab 
Muslim League says that appointment or Zafarullah was a blunder committed by the 
League leadership; Liaquat Alt' Khan and Ch. Muhammad Ali were responsible for 
it . 5 

‘The basic question in presenting the Muslim League case was to decide 
upon the unit of division for demarcation of the boundary line. It could either be 
District, T ehsil, Village, Zail or Thana. Each one of them had its own implications for 
the boundary line. Zafarullah claimed to have contacted Nawab Mamdot, President 
Punjab Muslim League, Mian Mumtaz Daultana and Sardar Shaukat Hayat the; 
leading Muslim League leaders at that time on that issue but no one was willing to 

1 Alfazl Oadian, ie May, 1047 

2 AHaxt Oadian, 5 June, iM7 

3 Affazl Oadian. 20 June, 1847 

4 AHul Oadian, 16 August, 1947 

5 Mian Amiruddln's Interview, the weekly Chattan, Lahore, 6 August, 1904 
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give him any guideline so he chose tehsilds unit ‘in consultation with his associate 
lawyers.’ 1 

Qadianis had already been emphasizing tehsil as unit in the demarcation of 
the boundary line. In June, 1947 when Mirza Mahmud addressed an appeal to the 
Sikh Nation, he emphasized that the unit of division should be tehsil. Any unit other 
than that ‘the smaller it becomes the worst will be its results 2 for the demarcation of 
the boundary line’, he argued. Mirza Bashir Ahmad, in an article entitled ‘ Some Basi c 
Notes For Consideration of the Punjab Boundary Commission' also suggested tehsil as 
an appropriate unite of division. 3 

The adoption of tehsil as unit had certain far reaching implications for the 
geographical entity of Pakistan. It was generally believed that the Muslim League 
would press for a division on the basis of population alone to adjust the boundary line 
between the Eastern and Western parts of the Punjab. There were only 17.81 lac Sikhs 
and 21 .58 lac Hindus in Western Punjab as against 47.97 lac Muslim in Eastern Punjab. 
Thus there was an excess of 8.85 lac Muslims in the eastern Punjab over the combined 
Hindu and Sikh population of Western Punjab. On this basis, Western Punjab 
deserved to have, besides Gurdaspur District which was already awarded to it under 
the original British Plan, all those Muslim majority areas contiguous to it particularly 
the five tehsils of Ajnala, Zira, Ferozpur, Nikodar and Jallunder where Muslim 
population was about 60 percent in the first two tehsils and above 51 percent in the 
remaining three. 4 

Sir Zafarullah, in the Muslim League’s Memorandum emphasized tehsil as 
basis of division 5 knowing well that Pathankot was a Hindu majority tehsil and in that 
case it would go to East Punjab and provide India an access to Jammu and Kashmir 
State. This amounted to presenting Kashmir to India on a platter. As Syed Noor 
Ahmad 6 7 states the adoption of tehsil as unit of division decided the fate of Pathankot 
in favour of East Punjab. District Gurdaspur was Muslim majority area but its tehsil 
Pathankot was Hindu majority unit. After deciding the future of Pathankot, the only 
land link of India with Kashmir, Zafarullah only argued on the basis of ‘other factors’, 
that some minor changes could be made in the line of demarcation. The League’s 
memorandum while emphasizing that "the only administrative unit which could be 
adopted would be a tehsil ^ maintained that “the boundary line should then be drawnso 
as to comprise contiguous Muslim majority tehsils, in one area and contiguous 
non Muslim majority tehsils in the other, subject, however, to this obvious modiftca 
tions, that if contiguous to the boundary line that is drawn there are compact majority 
areas of Muslim or non-Muslims extending beyond the limit of a tehsil, sitch compact 

1 Sir Za/atullah, Tahdith, P.505 

2 Atfail Oadian, IB Juno, 1947 

3 Alfaxl Oadian, 19 July, 1947 

4 M.S.Toosy, The Muslim League and The Pakistan Movement, Karachi, 1978 P.343 

5 Tarikh-e-Ahmadyat Vol X, P.441 

6 Syad Noor Ahmad, Manial Law say Martial Law Tak, Lahore, P.318 . . 

7 For details on adoption of unit see Masuma Hasan (edit), Pakistan In the Changing World, Pakistan Institute of 
international Affairs Karachi, 1978, P.28 
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majority areas must go with the neighbouring tehsil into the majority area of Muslims, 
or the majority areas of non Muslims, as the case may be. This stage having been 
completed, the Commission may then take into account other factors which might 
necessitate local deviations in the boundary line already drawn...” If these principles 
are accepted, says the Memorandum , 1 "It will be found that, subject to consideration 
arising out of other factors, the Pathankot Tehsil of the Gurdaspur District would be 
detached from the West Punjab and included in Hast Punjab. In every otherTehsil of 
Gurdaspur District, and in every Tehsil of remaining sixteen districts at present 
included in West Punjab, the Muslims have an overall majority. The Ajnala Tehsil of 
the Amritsar District which has a majority of Muslims in its population and is 
contiguous to the Lahore, Sialkot and Gurdaspur Districts, will be included in the west 
Punjab ." 2 

Stressing ‘other factor, in the context of the canal Headworks of the Upper 
Bari Doab system situated at Madhopur in the Pathankot Tehsil of the District 
Gurdaspur, it was submitted to safeguard the population of the Upper part of the Bari 
Doab against any such calamity it would be necessary to include within West Punjab 
the portion which lies to the West of a line drawn from a point two miles above 
Madhopur and running to the East of the Upper Bari Doab Canal up to the point 
where the Pathankot Tehsil joins the Gurdaspur Tehsil .’ 3 In short the boundary line 
proposed by Sir Zafarullah included the southern half of Pathankot tehsil, retaining 
the Modhupur Headworks of Upper Bari Doab Canal. From here it formed the base 
of the Beas Sultej angle, following the crest of the Siwalik Hills and running South East, 
upto the Ruper Headworks, from where it turned west, including portions of the 
Lauhiana and Ferozpur districts on the South East Banks of the Sutlej. 

Zafarullah justifies his move by emphasising that after adoption of that 
approach Muslim majority Tehsils of Ferozpur and Zira (District Gurdaspur), Nawan 
Shaher and Jallundher (District Jallundher) and tehsil Dasuya (District Hoshiarpur), 
in case Christians sided with the Muslims, could have come to West Punjab. Only in 
a vague hope of getting these tehsils he unwisely bargained the vitally important tehsil 
of Pathankot. 

Wrong Approach: This suicidal approach to adjust the Boundary line brought surprise 
to the Muslim Judges 4 , who strangely enough, already knew the future of Pathankot. 
Justice Munir says both Justice Din Muhammad and he from the beginning of the 
discussion with Radcliffe knew that Gurdaspur was going to India and they communi- 
cated their apprehensions at a very early stage to those who had been deputed by the 
Muslim League to help.' 


. e Punjab, Vol .. . 

Syed Noor Ahmad, Martial law Say Martial Law Tax, L 
Ch. Nazir Hussain, Chief Justice Muhammad Munir, F 
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It has now been established that Radcliffe gave a pre-conceived award under 
the directives of the Viceroy. Also in his political award ‘he discarded all recognized 
units of administration and adopted a novel method. He first fixed up an area irrigated 
by Bari Doab Canal which extended three districts of Lahore, Amritsar and Gurdaspur 
and when told that Muslims preponderated even that area, he arbitrarily excluded a 
certain portion of it and thus defied all canons of justice and propriety. 1 The question 
is that the stand taken in the League’s Memorandum was defective and harmful in 
nature. Pathankot tehsil was given to India without any dispute to enable it to control 
the head works and Kashmir. Zafarullah may have fought the case valiantly, as Justice 
Munir says in his Enquiry Report, 1954 for inclusion of some areas into West Pakistan 
and ‘deserved his gratitude for it* 2 but the basic approach to fight the case was wrong. 
Zafarullah overlooked the geographical and strategic aspects of the boundary ques- 
tion, perhaps deliberately and wasted the time in useless argumentation. 

Ahmadya Memorandum: The disastrous approach to fight the Muslim League case 
before the Punjab Boundary Commission was followed by another equally dangerous 
move by Qadianis, that is submission of a separate Ahmadya Memorandum to the 
Commission. Sheikh Bashir Ahmad, the former head of the National League, Qadian 
presented the memorandum on behalf of the Ahmadya community. 

Qadianis took great pains to prepare their Memorandum. Preliminary 
preparations were made in Qadian and a ‘Peace and Unity’ Office under the guidance 
of Mirza Bashir Ahmad, Chief Secretary Qadian was set up. Mirza Nasir Ahmad, later 
third head of the community, Zainul Abdin, Fateh Muhammad Sayal and some others 
were associated with the task. Services of O.H.K. Spate 3 , a Professor of London School 
of Economics and expert on defence affairs were acquired to fully examine the 
different aspects of the Ahmadya case. The text of the Ahmadya Memorandum is 
given in the official history of Ahmadya movement 4 . The record on the Boundary 
Commission compiled by the National Documentation Centre, Lahore 5 also gives the 
text of memorandums and other relevant discussions. Sheikh Bashir Ahmad argues in 
the Ahmadya Memorandum that whatever be the unit of division, Qadian comes to 
West Punjab. By maintaining the numerical majority as the basis of division and 
interpreting ‘other factors’ in favour of special religious position of Qadian, he 
proposed to incorporate Qadian into West Punjab. He highlighted the significance of 
Qadian by stating that : 

1. It is the living centre of the world wide Ahmadya movement in 
Islam. 

2. Its sanctity is greater than any other shrine in India. 

The Jugglery of Radcliffe, Pakistan Digest Karachi M arch-April, 1070 P.20 

i his book India and Pakistan calls Qadian a Miniature Vatican. 

>.300-414 

f the Punjab Vols 1,11,111, National Documentation Centre, Lahore, 1984 ' 
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3. People flock to it from all over the world seeking religious 
instructions and missionary training. 

4. Most of the basic Ahmadya literature written by the Holy Founder 
of the Ahmadya Movement is in Urdu which is the language of 
Pakistan and which is discarded in Hindustan. 

5. 74% of the branches of the Ahmadya community lie in Pakistan. 

6. Most of the financial assets of the community lie in Pakistan. 

7. The District in which Qadian lies has a clear Muslim majority and 
is contiguous to western districts. 

8. The services of the community in peace and war are second to 
none. Its interests, therefore, should not be sacrificed to those of 
any other community. 

Qadiani advocate apprehended that yard stick of other factors can also be 
used in favour of Sikh demands. To counter balance it, he compared the military 
services of Ahmadya community with those of Sikhs and claimed: 

"From certain declaration of responsible British authorities, it appears that 
the word ‘other factors’ have been used to benefit the Sikhs specially, who have 
rendered great services for the British Government. We admit that the Ahmadya 
Community is very small in numbers compared with the Sikhs, but in respect of services 
unselfishly rendered by the Community in World Wars is in no way behind the Sikhs 
taking into consideration the proportional strength of the two communities. Qadian 
with its population of about 14 thousand supplied more than 1400 recruits to the Army 
which fought on behalf of the Allied Nations in World War II. The Ahmadya 
Community is a very small community, yet more than 200 Ahmadis attained the Kings 
Commission and in this respect the community undoubtedly occupies the first place 
among all Indian communities taking into consideration the proportional strength of 
the communities concerned." 1 2 

The League Consulted ? How did Qadianis manage to present a separate 
memorandum and what was their motive behind it? Mirza Mahmud claims that a 
vigorous propaganda campaign had been launched by pro-Congress ulema specially 
Ahrar leaders for declaring Ahmadis a non Muslims entity which might have caused a 
reduction in the numerical strength of Muslims. It was apprehended chat Hindu and 
Sikh counsels would raise the question of Islamic credentials of Ahmadya Jamat and 
if pushed further it could render Muslim Gurdaspur a non Muslim majority district by 
the exclusion of Ahmadis from the Muslim population. In order to forestall the alleged 
Ahrar’s attempt, Ahmadya Jamat requested the Muslim League to give some of its 


1 The Partition of the Punjab Voi. I P.428 

2 Partiton of the Punjab, op. cit. P.429 
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time to them in order to make their position clear by presenting a separate memoran- 
dum to the Commission. Mirza Mahmud emphasizes that the Muslims League gave 
special permission to Ahmadis for presentation of a memorandum and Nawab 
Mamdot, the Punjab League President, Khawaja Abdul Rahim, a former Commis- 
sioner Lahore, Ch. Akbar Ali and other Muslim League members were fully aware of 
it . 1 

The Muslim League Gurdaspur also prepared a memorandum for submis- 
sion to the Commission. It was drawn up by Ghulam Farid MLA, Sheikh Kabiruddin, 
former representative of the Muslim League, Sheikh Sharif Hussain Advocate, Sheikh 
Mahboob Alam, an Ahrar leader and Mirza Abdul Haque Advocate. They were not 
allowed to present it to the Commission. Only Ahmadis and Christians were given an 
opportunity by the League to appear before the Commission with their separate 
memorandums . 2 

Mirza Mahmud further discloses: ‘I called on Justice Munir at his residence. 
H.E.Din Muhammad, Governor Sind also came there. I was accompanied by Sheikh 
Bashir Ahmad and Abdul Rahim Dard. We discussed the legal aspects of the 
Memorandum and handed over its copies to them .’ 3 

Extremely Unfortunate: Why did Qadianis present a separate Memorandum before 
the Commission if they agreed to the Muslim League s stand and were in favour of 
inclusion of Qadian into Western Punjab? Mirza Mahmud himself assisted Zafarullah 
in preparation of the Muslim League case. It was drafted in collaboration with Prof. 
Spate who gave useful advice on geopolitical and defence aspects of the boundary 
line . 4 

Justice Din Muhammad was, however, alarmed at the stand taken in the 
Memorandum and he even questioned Zafarullah in a private meeting about it . 5 
Justice Munir was also surprised to see Qadiani advocate Sheikh Bashir Ahbiad with 
a separate memorandum before the Commission. He calls it an extremely unfortunate 
episode which went against the interest of the Muslim League case. Justice Munir 
writes: "Take now the Gurdaspur District. Was it not a Muslim majority area? True, 
the majority of the Muslims here was nominal but could not this majority have 
automatically risen appreciably if Pathankot Tehsil had been separated and joined to 
India? And then what were the compelling factors to partition Shakargarh; Muslim 
majority Tehsil? Further if Shakargarh had to be partitioned why not adopt as basis 
the major physical feature the Ravi, but chose as the boundary line neither the river 
nor its main tributary (Ujh river) but the western branch of this stream where it ‘enters 
the Punjab Province from the State of Kashmir? Was Gurdaspur intended to be 
sacrificed suitably to a desire to connect India with Kashmir." 

Mirza Mahmud's Address, 27 Docambar, 1950 

Dost Muhammad Shahid, Tahrik Pakistan Main Jam at Ahmadya Ka KJrdar, Rafceaah, P.61 
Mirza Mahmud's addmss, op. clt. P.3 
Zafarullah, Tahdrth, P.S06 
Syad Moor Ahmad, op. cN. P.316 
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Justice Munir then adds : 

"In connection with the part of the case I can not refrain from mentioning 
an extremely unfortunate circumstance. I have never understood why the Ahmadis 
submitted a separate representation. The need for such a npnsentation could arise only 
if Ahmadis did not agree with the Muslim League case itself a tegiettable possibility. 
Pe/haps they intended to reinforce the Muslim League’s case but in doing so they gave 
the facts and figures for different parts of Garh Shankar, this giving prominence to the 
fact that in the area between the river Bein and River Basantar the non Muslim constituted 
a majority and providing argument for the contention that if the anas between ri vets Ujh 
and Bein went to India, the ana between the Bein river and the Basantar river would 
automatically go to India. As it is, this ana has remained with us but the stand taken by 
the Ahmadis did create considerable embarrassment for us in the case of Gurdaspur »* 
(Italics added). 

Sir Zafarullah, then a Judge in the International Court of Justice sent a reply 
to it from the Hague which was published in the Letters to Editor column of the 
Pakistan Times, dated 8 July, 1964. He clarified his position by stating that he was not 
representing Ahmadis but was a counsel of the Muslim League. The Ahmadya case 
was presented by Sh. Bashir Ahmad, a former judge of West Pakistan High Court who 
would be in a position to reply to Justice Munir on presentation of a separate 
Memorandum by Ahmadis. However, ‘the need for this must have arisen in conse- 
quence of the propaganda being carried on behalf of the non Muslims that as some of 
the Muslims did not accept the Ahmadis as Muslims, they could not claim to have a 
majority in Gurdaspur District as in case the Ahmadis were not to be counted among 
the Muslims, the Muslims would not have a majority in that District.’ 2 

Sh. Bashir Ahmad, the Ahmadi counsel, in his letter explained the Ahmadya 
position on presenting a separate memorandum to the Commission He says, ’The. 
Memorandum presented by the Sikh community emphasized with some force of 
argument that since the birth place of Guru Gobind Singh (Gobindpur) fell within 
the District of Gurdaspur, the bare majority of 1.4% claimed by Muslims was more 
than offset by this consideration. As we all know in his terms of reference Mr. Radcllifs 
(as he then was) to demarcate the majority Muslim areas from the non Muslim areas 
and in doing so he was also required to take into account ‘other factors’ as well. The 
argument proceeded on that basis. It was argued that this circumstance alone was 
sufficient to place Gurdaspur in Indian Union rather than in Pakistan. In order to 
offset this claim, the Muslim League decided that the Ahmadya community should 
present a separate Memorandum and also expressed its willingness to forgo 45 minutes 
out of its allotted time to enable me to address the Boundary Commission. Ch: 
Zafanillah appeared as counsel of the Muslim League and had not a word to say about 


1 Justlca Muhammad Munir, Days To Remember, Paknrian Times Laho 

2 Tha Patoetan Timas, 8 July, 1964 
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the special claims of the Ahmadya community.’ He further argues that Ahmadya made 
a special point that Qadian was a living international Islamic centre, the founder of 
the movement is buried there etc. Gurdaspur should be placed in Pakistan not only 
on the basis of 1 .4% majority of Muslims but for this reason as well. He further argued 
that Qadian had been distinguished from other shrines and it would receive a serious 
set back to the missionary activities if it formed part of India Dominion. 1 2 

Different letters appeared on the reminiscences of Justice Munir in the 
Pakistan Times. All of them related to his theory on the genesis of Pakistan. In reply 
to them he sent a rejoinder to the paper justifying his stand in the light of a speech 
delivered by the Quaid i Azam on 26 August, 1948. However he did not accept the 
Ahmadya clarification and never understood why Ahmadis submitted a separate 
representation which created considerable embarrassment to the Muslim Judges of 
the Boundary Commission in deciding the case of Gurdaspur. 

It has now been established that Radcliffe Award was pre-determined one 
and the term ‘other factors’ was deliberately kept vague to encourage exaggerated 
claim sand cover up the perfidy of demarcation. Sir Zafarullah, 3 Justice Munir, 4 Justice 
Din Muhammad, 5 and Ch. Muhammad Ali 6 all call it utterly perverse and a political 
award. Had the District Gurdaspur not been awarded to India, it could certainly never 
have fought a war in Kashmir. 7 Nevertheless the basis of division chosen by Sir 
Zafarullah and presentation of a separate Ahmadya Memorandum indicate malicious 
designs of Qadian. It seems Zafarullah yielded Pathankot in an effort to secure Batala 
Tehsil in which lies Qadian. 

British Machinations: The Radcliffe award was a part of the British conspiracy to 
sabotage the existence of the newly bom state of Pakistan. Other evidences are also 
available to prove the evil intentions of the British Imperialists. In this context the 
mention of the secret letter which Jenkin, DIG sent to the Chief of British Secret 
Services is quite revealing. 

On 8 July, 1947 over a month before the Partition, Mr. Jenkin, DIG gave a 
sealed Top Secret’ letter to Dabir Hussain Rizvi, a sub-inspector, Punjab CID 8 to 
deliver it at Viceregal Lodge in Delhi. The envelope was opened on the persuation 
of Miss Mumtaz Shah Nawaz, a League leader and found to have contained another 
sealed envelope bearing the address : Mr. Liddel, Chief of British Secret Service.’ It 
was opened and its copy was handed over to the Quaid. 


1 Pakistan Timas, a July, 1864 

2 For his secular theory on genesis of Pakistan sm From Jinrveh to Zia, Labor* 1 880 

3 Sir Zafarullah Tahdrth, P.507 

4 Justice Muhammad Munir, Day* to Remem bar Tbs Pakistan Times Labor* 24 June, 1 964 ' 

5 Justice Din Muhammad, The Jugglery, of Radcliffe, Pakistan Digest Karachi. Marc h A pril, *976 

6 Ch. Muhammad All, Emergence of Pakistan 

7 lord Blrdwood, Continent Decides, London, 1935 P.235 

6 He was a Qadiani. 



Khalistan And Qadiani State 


258 


Three weeks after Pakistan came into being, the Pakistan Time, Lahore in 
its issue dated 4 September, 1947 carried the letter accompanied by its editorial 
comments. The revealing secret letter and the comments are interesting to study. The 
letter indicates the role one Mr. Ahmad 1 had to play in the newly established state of 
Pakistan? 1 * 

The letter says : ‘It is now settled about Pakistan but otherwise the situation 
is extremely fluid. Pakistan's final shape has not yet been decided and the forms its 
Governments will take are indistinct. It is a foregone conclusion that Jinnah will be 
something like a Dictator, and that chosen band will have power. But just what position 
each one will hold is yet to be decided. In the circumstances, the time has hot come 
yet to make an approach or to sound the right persons, for it cannot be said yet who 
they are going to be. 

1 think the Liaison Officer Line is the right one to go on. I do not say it is 
the best but Ahmad knows it is the arrangement which we found when relevant matters 
were being discussed in Delhi. Ahmad is going to be of some importance in Pakistan 
and he might be harmful if this happened. 

It is possible that the Boundary Commission will make the Muslims rather 
more disgruntled than they are now. I am interested in Pakistan and I think you will 
remember that I discussed certain possibilities with you when you were in Lahore... I 
am still being sounded as to whether I would be prepared to take the post of Pakistan’s 
Director of Intelligence, which suggests that I am not on the black list. However this 
point about personal suitability is another one which will be clearer in the very near 
future..^* 

The following editorial appeared in the same issue of The Pakistan Times: 
Spy RlngThe Quaid-i-Azam, in the broadcast called the Boundary Commission Award 
as unjust, incomprehensible and even perverse. We have secured evidence which 
indicates that the Boundary Commission Award is but a part of the conspiracy which 
the British have been maturing against Pakistan and other saboteurs, besides Sir Cyril 
Radcliffe have been at work to sabotage our State. We always had excellent reasohs 
to think that high British officials in the land were not playing the game with our people 
and our leaders, and the misdeeds of Sir Even Jenkins are too well known to deserve 
comment. The sensational data we have since discovered fully bears out the contention 
of the Quaid i Azam and confirms us in the belief that we owe many of our future ones 
to secret and underhand machinations of our erstwhile oppressors. It appears that 
even at the moment when the British were negotiating with- our leaders to hand over 
power, British officials in the country were hatching plots in secret conclaves to 
organise spy ring and fifth column organizations in our midst. The plots were so secret 
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that even the British Governor of the Punjab was not admitted into the conspiracy of 
the conspirators, a correspondent has sent us the sensational document which we 
reproduce in this issue. We are unftrftunately not fully aware of the background of 
this correspondence between the Punjab CID Chief and the British Secret Service, 
nor do we know what preceded or followed this despatch. U leaves no doubt , however, 
that there have been mysterious and un-wholesome goings on between British and 
Indian Intelligence Services, positively without the knowledge of our leaders, the 
prospective successors to power. It contains a number of significant revelations and 
suggests a number of obvious questions. What for instance, was the purpose of the 
approach, Mr. Jenkin talks about and what did he want to sound the right persons? 
Who is this gentle man Ahmad who was going to he of some impo/Uinee i/t Pakistan, and 
what son of dealings did he have with Mr. Jenkin and his superiors in London. What 
liaison functions was he supposed topetfonn and in whose interest'' (Italics added) How 
did Mr. Jenkin know even no one else did that the Boundary Commission Award was 
going to "Leave the Muslims digruntlcd?" Are we to suppose that the Award as we 
predicted before it was deliberately unjust and undemocratic. Only an unjust award 
could have created the maximum hostility and unpleasantness between Hindustan and 
Pakistan and justice went against the Muslims merely because they were the weaker 
party of the two. Again what type of services did Mr. Jenkin propose to render in 
return for the offer he so insistently demands? and which Muslim leaguers sounded 
this henchman of that arch scoundrel of the same name, the erstwhile Governor for 
an important post in Pakistan? He says he is staying on here for sometime and is 
anxious for a quick means of communications between himself and his addressee in 
London. We have ahead)’ pleaded ignorance regarding the detail and genesis of Mr. 
Jenkin ’s witchcraft but the only interpretation we can put on this document is that he and 
his helpers ate vying to organise a spyring in Pakistan under the wing of the British behind 
the hack of the Pakistan Government and our people will be wary against such 
machinations particularly in view of the n-peated betrayals we have experienced in recent 
days , (Italics added). 
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QADIAN AND 
ISRAEL 

Pakistan became the member of the UN. about one month before the 
question of Palestine came before the UN General Assembly. Zafarullah led the 
Pakistan delegation to the UN. We discuss here the role of Qadian and Sir Zafarullah 
in the last phase of "Jewish national struggle". It was during the Second World War 
that Zafarullah had actively taken interest in Zionist movement. He visited Palestine, 
met Dr Cohen, the head of Jewish Agency and afterwards declared that Arabs had to 
retreat under the impact of Jewish immigration 1 . 

Anglo-American Committee The Palestine issue took a sharp turn in favour of Jews 
when the new Imperialist power, the US, provided it massive support at international 
level. President Roosevelt of America was not only sympathetic to Zionist ‘aspiration’ 
but also took special interest in the affairs of the Middle East during the Second World 
War and was aware of the importance of America’s growing oil interests in the area. 
In London, the Zionist leaders urged the cancellation of the British White Paper on 
Palestine of 1939 and immediate admission of 100,000 Jews to Palestine. Their hopes 
were raised when the Labour Government took office. Ernest Bevin, who as foreign 
Secretary was responsible for Britain’s Palestine polity was not in favour of immediate 
declaration of Palestine as a Jewish state. 

It was at this point in August, 1945 that the US President Trumart endorsed 
the Zionist demand that hundred thousand Jews should be allowed immediately into 
Palestine. At the same time the US Congress called for unrestricted Jewish immigra- 
tion to the limit of the country’s absorptive capacity. An Anglo-American Committee 
was set up in Nov. 1945 to examine the issue of Jewish immigration. It comprised six 
American and six British members. Before the Committee started its work in Palestine, 
Mirza Mahmud sent Sheikh Noor Ahmad Munir to Palestine in October, 1945 to assist 
in thework 2 of Ch. Sharif, who was a henchman of British High Commissioner, Harold 
MacMichael. 

Ahmadis were no party to the dispute but Qadiani Missionary’ Ch. Sharif 
submitted a memorandum to the Anglo-American Committee perhaps to explain 
Ahmadya point of view on the Palestine problem. Two members of the Committee 
viz, Richard Crossman, Labour MP and William Phillip, a former US Ambassador in 
Italy were familiar with the Ahmadis and had sympathies for them. Ch. Sharif, in his 
report to Qadian, states that he met the Presidents of the Committee and gave them 
a copy of Mirza Mahmud’s address which he delivered on 12 January 1945. It stressed 
the need for conciliation between Britain and India, 3 To further explain the Qadiani 
point of view, a pamphlet containing the dreams of Mirza Mahmud concerning the 


t . Sir Zafarullah. Tahdrth, P.488 
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victory of the Allies and defeat of Axis powers in the World War was handed over to 
the members. In order to give the history and pro-British stance of Ahmadya 
Community to the visiting delegation, the Oadiani missionary provided them copies 
of Mirza Mahmud’s well-known book A Present to Prince of Wales (1921). It was also 
distributed freely in Arab countries. It carried Ahmadya political beliefs and their 
policy of unflinching loyalty to the British Raj, whether it existed in India or in 
Palestine. 

In April 1946, the Anglo-American Committee gave its report. It recom- 
mended the continuation of the mandate and the immediate admission of one lac Jews 
to Palestine. The Zionist terrorist organizations had already intensified their activities 
and had virtually taken over administration of Palestine. In July 1946, they blew up 
the King David Hotel in Jerusalem and theBritish Government and military offices 
which it housed. 

Atfazl , in its leader, gave an ‘honest’ advice to Britain stating that the 
admission of Jews in Palestine by force would prove to be a spark. Some people would 
come up to turn it into flames and these flames would engulf the world. If America 
had no regard for the susceptibilities of Muslims, Britain must take care of them 
because most of its interests were linked with them. 1 

Subversion: Qadianis continued their proselytising activities in those critical days. 
They travelled over all parts of Palestine in the name of observing the ‘Tabligh Days.’ 
In a report to Qadian, Ch. Sharif writes : 

“Owing to hartal (Strike) Tabligh Day was observed on 27 April. Our 
Ahmadi bretherns formed small groups and went to the cities of Haifa, Nasara, Acca, 
Tabria, Baisan, Shafa Omer, Sadaf, Jafa, Bait-ul-Laham, Bait-ul-Maqdas, Tel Aviv 
and Tarsha to give the message of Ahmadyat. They distributed about five thousand 
pamphlets, hand bills and booklets among the people. This time, by the grace of God, 
no untoward incident took place... In the end of December, I (Ch. Sharif) and Sh. 
Noor Ahmad went to Jerusalem. I stayed there for 4 to 5 days and got Sheikh Sahib 
introduced with certain friends. I came back to perform certain important works. 
Sheikh Noor Ahmad stayed there for a week and introduced the important persons 
of Jerusalem and Khalil with Ahmadya message. That included Mohammad Ali Alajrt, 
President KhaliJ Municipality, Sheikh Abdullah Tahoob, Mufti of Khalil and all the 
religious scholars of Masjid-i-Aqsa and Jerusalem. Mr. C.N. Sainek, a professor of 
Jewish University, who claimed to have discovered an inscription regarding crucifixion 
of Jesus, was given Ahmadya message. Syed Abdul Razaq accepted Ahmadyat at the 
hands of Sheikh Noor Ahmad. 

I directed Noor Ahmad to go Acca (Acre) on a very important mission (Italics 
added). He was surrounded by some goondas (Oadiani call Palestine freedom fighters 
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by this name-compiler). He, however, reached Haifa safely and God saved him irom 
mischief-mongers of Acca. ” 

Zafaruliah-Shams Missions: The Zionist movement entered into a crucial phase in 
the year 1946. The Jewish terrorist organizations specially Hagana and Stem acquired 
arms and brutally attacked Palestinian freedom fighters. Most of their lands were 
grabbed and they were forced to flee to neighbouring areas. Jews had in fact taken 
control of the Palestine administration and had paralysed the British mandatory 
system. 

In those days wc find Qadianis very actively working for the Zionist cause. 
Jalal-ud-Din Shams, Qadiani missionary London, one time a notorious spy planted in 
the Middle East, was replaced by Mushtaq Ahmad Bajwa on 15 July, 1946. Shams was 
asked to take up his Middle East Mission. The London Mission arranged a farewell 
party for Shams on 20 July. Sir Zafaruliah was in London at that time. He was going 
to Canada to attend the Pacific Relations Conference as an Indian delegate. He 
chaired the meeting. A large number of former British civil servants of India and 
protagonists of Zionism attended it. Prominent among them were Sir Edward Mac- 
Lagan (former Governor of the Punjab), Sir Frank Bevin, Hon. Hough MP, Lord 
Zetland (former Secretary of State for India), Lady Watson, Mr. John Philby and four 
member of the Rotary club. 2 

After about 3-week stay in Britain, Zafaruliah left for America on 7 August, 
1946. In America, important Qadiani missions existed in Washington, Philadelphia, 
Indianapolis and some other cities of North. There were three Qadiani missionaries 
viz Ch. Khalil Nasir, Sufi M.R.Bengali and Mirza Munawar Ahmad engaged in 
propagation of Ahmadya beliefs and had close links with American Zionist organiza- 
tions. During his stay in America Sir Zafaruliah discussed Palestine question with some 
Zionist and Arabs and got their view point 

A report of Ch. Khalil Nasir states : 

‘The arrival of Ch. Sii Zafaruliah Khan in America was a happy news for 
Ahmadya community in America... He reached Chicago on 14 August... In the same? 
evening he was given a reception by the Ahmadya Mission in Syrian Mecca Restaurant. 
Two advocates, a professor and some journalists were invited. A large number of 
Arabs residing in Chicago were also present at the function.’ 3 

On 17 August, meeting was arranged in Chicago city. Many Ahmadis 
participated in it. In his 4-day stay in America, he held numerous meetings with the 
Arabs and Zionist leaders. He left for Canada on 19 August. After attending the 
Conference, he met American President Roosevelt. Before his return to India he 
stayed in London for some times. 
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In those crucial days when the Jews made every effort to establish a state in 
Palestine, J.D. Shams’ mission to Middle East had a great significance in many 
respects. He toured the areas where Arabs were being constantly terrorised and 
attacked by the Zionist para-military organizations. He held discussions with Arab 
leaders over the Palestine issue in Jerusalem. Sheikh Noor Ahmad, in one of his 
reports from Palestine to Qadian says: 

‘Shams arrived in Haifa from Cairo on 31 August. He was welcomed by the 
Haifa and Kababir Jamals. On 3rd September I (Sheikh Noor Ahmad) alongwith 
Shams and Ch. Mohammad Sharif left for Jerusalem on o wry important mission 
(Italics added). Before that I had spent one month in Jerusalem. We were guided by 
Alhaj 11m Din Sialkoti. We are thankful to him. Molvi Shams also met Sycd Owfi 
Abdul Hadi Bey. He expressed his views on Palestine issue and gave him a very 
important piece of advice.’ 1 

Sheikh Noor Ahmed further states that Shams went to Syria and held a 
meeting with the Syrian Foreign Minister. After the Worid-War-II, Syrians had 
launcheda movement against the colonialist asa result of which the French and British 
troops withdrew in early 1946. Political situation in Syria was very critical. A report of 
Sheikh Noor Ahmad says : 

‘In the morning of 7 October, JD. Shams, Syed Munir-ul-Hasani and I left 
for Damascus. The Syrian Foreign Ministry had been carrying out investigation about 
me for the last 3 months and had finally allowed me to stay in Syria only for one month. 
Syria had only recently thrown off the yoke of foreign domination and w'as undergoing 

a political turmoil. Syrian authorities kept a close watch on foreigners Many 

political parties had started functioning. A few days ago, the Syrian Government 
arrested thirty spies. During his short stay in Syria Shams met the Prime Minister and 
the Foreign Minister. : 

From Syria, J. D. Shams moved to Iraq. In Baghdad he held discussions with 
Syed Taufiq Sadidi, former Prime Minister of Iraq and met Abdullah in Regent 
Simula. He also saw the members of AI-Jamial-uI-Hindya (a predominantly Qadiani 
organization operating in Iraq since early 30s). and exchanged views with them on 
(Palestine Issue). 

It seems that Qadianis were selling the federation plan to Arabs which was 
given by Henry Grady, an American Ambassador and Theodor Marrison, British Lord 
of President of Council. The plan envisaged division of Palestine into three parts, 
the major part was under Arab Government, the Negev, below Beershcba under the 
direct rule of England and an area of 1500 sq. meters to form Jewish home land. It 
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was rejected by the World Zionist Organization. Al-Futuwah and AI-Najadah were 
resisting the Zionist terrorism. Iraq, Syria and the Lebanon were showing great 
concern for the future of Paelstine. 

On 16 October, Shams alongwith Amir-al-Hasni, Qadiani missionary of 
Syria left for Qadian. Hasnf stayed in Qadian for a Tew days and then proceeded to 
Syria with fresh instructions from Qadian. 

On his arrival in Lahore, a correspondent of Associated Press of America 
interviewed Shams and put questions on the Palestine issue. He strongly pleaded in 
favour of the confederation scheme and commended the role played by Britain for 
the sake of Arab Palestinians. He disclosed that the British had been extending support 
to the Muslims in arriving at a solution of the Palestine problem. His statement was 
nothing except a travesty of facts. British policy towards the Palestine problem was 
manifestly pro-Zionist in orientation. 

In the light of reports submitted by Shams and Munir-ul-Hasni, Mirza 
Mahmud sent Rashid Ahmad Chughtai to Palestine to support the Zionist schemes 
and assist Ch. Sharif and Sheikh Noor Ahmad in their work. 

Soviet Support Predicted: Many solutions to the Jewish problem were proposed 
which included partition, federalization, cantonization and multiple varies of these 
plans. In February, 1947 on the assumption that the Mandate has proved unworkable, 
the British Government placed the problem of Palestine before the UN. A UN Special 
Committee on Palestine (UNSCOP) was formed to discuss the issue. The Jews of 
Eastern Europe and Russia had been exerting their influence to gain the Soviet favour 
for the Jewish cause. They appealed to Marshal Stalin and the Communist Party for 
support in their struggle for a homeland in Palestine. Stalin himself was a Jew. 

In May 1947, Mirza Mahmud gave a good tidings to the Zionists in the 
customary language of dream and indications from God. The Jews were assured of 
Russian help through this dream: 

"Day before yesterday, when I woke up at night, the following theme 
revealed to me. ‘A Modified Treaty has been concluded between Britain and Russia 
resulting in the frustration and anarchy in the Islamic countries of the Middle East 
Modified means ‘absorbed’ or ‘central.’ I think it refers to the conclusion of a 
prospective secret treaty between Britain and Russia. Britain would be forced to come 
to terms with Russia perhaps due to external pressure or other dangers involved. At 
that time the countries of Iraq, Palestine and Syria came to my mind. The proposed 
Anglo-Soviet treaty had caused frustration and restlessness in Arab countries. It 
appeared strange how and why despite rivalry with Russia, Britain had entered into a 
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treaty with it. It seems Britain and America had been forced by political circumstances 
or expediency to shed past antagonism. Russia could also do so." 1 

Both at international level and in the UN, Russia provided all possible 
support to Zionists in the establishment of Israel. 

In the UN: Pakistan delegation to the UN was led by Sir Zafarullah, the Foreign 
Minister of Pakistan and included Mirza A.H. Ispahani, Pakistan Ambassador in 
Washington, Mir Laiq Ali, Abdul Saitar Fir/.ada and Begum Tasadiq Hussain. 

The position taken up by Pakistan with regard to Palestine in the UN was 
that the Balfour Declaration and the League’s Mandate were invalid and against the 
wishes of people and the proposal of partition was contrary to the Charter. 2 

The Ad Hoc Committee to which Palestine question was referred by the 
General Assembly, appointed two sub-committees to deal with it. These sub-commit- 
tceswere so constituted that all the members of sub-committee I were in favour of the 
partition while the member of sub-committee II opposed partition. Thus there was no 
hope of a compromise solution emerging from either sub-committees. To redress this 
situation, the Chairman of sub-committee II, who was the representative of Colombia, 
requested the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Committee to nominate two states holding a 
neutral attitude in place of two Arab states who were members of the sub-committee 
and who were willing to resign from it. On the refusal of the Chairman of the Ad Hoc 
Committee, the representative of Colombia resigned his Chairmanship of sub-com- 
mittec II and Sir Zafarullah was elected in his place.' 

Sub-committee I, in its report recommended the internationalization of 
Jerusalem and the partition of rest of Palestine into two states, one Arab and the other 
Jewish, with a common economic council. Sub-committee II recommended a unitary 
state for the whole of Palestine with constitutional safeguards for the rights of all its 
inhabitants. 

A Crucial Mission: Although Mir/a Mahmud left Qadian and had come to Lahore 
and was faced with the crucial problem of finding a place to set up a centre in Pakistan, 
he never lost sight of Palestine question. When the issue was being discussed in the 
UN, he instructed Hakim Fazal Rahnian, Qadiani missionary of Nigeria to visit 
Palestine immediately. Waliullah Shah and Jalaluddin Qamarwere also instructed to 
go to Middle East/Easi Africa respectively to provide support to them. Hakim Fazal 
Rahman reached Beirut on 31 October, 1947. Sheikh Noor Ahmad, Qadiani mission- 
ary Palestine writes : "Hakim Sahib suddenly arrived in Beirut and made effort to 
search me out. I was in Lebanon to see the cousin of Jamil Bek, the Prime Minister 
of Lebanon. I met Hakim Sahib on my return from Lebanon. Since he had to reach 
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Pakistan, he wanted to go to Palestine at the very earliest. Any how, he left for Palestine 
on 4 November. Jamat Kababir welcomed him. Hakim Sabib toured the cities of 
Jerusalem, Nasara, and Acca. He desired to see members of the Arab League 
Committee but owing to shortage of time he could not visit them. He stayed in 
Palestine for ten days. Then he left for Damascus. 1 

Noor Ahmad further states that he went to Beirut in connection with a very 
important work. During his absence from Damascus, Hakim Sahib saw many Bar- 
risters and Advocates, besides military officers. Hakim left for Karachi on 22 Novem- 
ber. 1947." 2 

Palestine issue came under frequent discussions in Lahore. In an important 
meeting held at Lahore, Mirza Mahmud discussed it in the context of an Arabic 
revelation of Mirza Ghulam Ahmad which says: ‘The holy men (Abdals) of Syria 
prayed for us (Arabic).’ He interpreted it to mean that a section of Ahmadya Jamat 
had to go to Syria in near future. 

Alfazl reports: ‘Hazoor (Mirza Mahmud) while discussing the revelation of the 
Promised Messiah that ‘Abdals of Syria prayed for you’ declared that a friend had 
drawn his attention to the point that the Promised Messiah’s revelation had come in 
the context of those revelations which signified distress. Hazoor said that this revela- 
tion had already been under his consideration. In Palestine adverse conditions were 
prevailing. However, it would be possible that a section of Ahmadya Jamat from us 
might have to go Syria. The revelation can be interpreted in two ways : One that the 
Abdai of Syria prayed to God for us and the other that they called us.’ 3 4 
Amended Plan: In the UN, Sir Zafarullah opposed the partition scheme in accordance 
with the stand taken by Pakistan on the Palestine issue. It may be recalled that the 
Quaid had always supported the Palestinian cause in numerous conferences, inter- 
views, press releases and through the resolutions of the Muslim League at its annual 
sessions, Council and Working Committee Meetings from 1937-48. Pakistan’s stand 
was absolutely clear. In reply to a question by Reuter’s correspondent Duncan Hooper 
(25 October, 1947) the Quaid said : 

‘The leader of our delegation to the UN, Sir Muhammad Zafarullah Khan 
has clearly defined our position regarding the latest developments in Palestine. 
Strangely enough when discussions were going on the partition scheme in the UN, 
ZaTarullah started proposing amendments to it which meant that he, in principle, 
agreed to the scheme if it was slightly amended. That was said to be done on the 
suggestion of Danish representative with a view to ‘crippling’ the scheme. Zafarullah 
says that he proposed an amendment just to see the reaction on it but the amendment 
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was immediately accepted after voting. Syed Jamai-ul-Hussaini, the leader of the 
Palestine delegation hurriedly approached him and enquired why he had done like 
that. Sir Zafarullah says that he explained the position and apprised him of the Danish 
strategy. 1 To his utter surprise, he asked him in case all of his amendments were 
accepted he would favour the partition scheme : 

Zafarullah : No! we wi(j be strongly opposing it. We want at least to 

weaken the partition plan even if it is accepted. It will 
not he as bad as it is now. 

Jamal : We (Palestinians) wjll be in great difficulty then. 

Zafarullah : You may inform Arab representatives that they may 

not vote in favour of an amendment and remain 
neutral. 

Jamal: The difficulty still persists. 

Zafarullah : What is that? 

Jamal : If the Partition has not manifestly usurped our rights, 

our people will not be prepared to wage a war against 
it. We will incur a heavy loss. We will be thankful if you 
do not propose any amendment! 

Zafarullah : I got silent. 

What was the real intention of Sir Zafarullah? Did he intend to sabotage 
Palestine case by favouring an amended Partition Plan instead of a unitary form of 
Government for a united Palestine? How far it projected Pakistan stand on Palestine 
issue? These questions need a suitable reply. 

Sir Zafarullah, in his speech, deeply sympathised with the Jews in the 
misfortune that they had suffered in Europe. But the correct solution of their problem, 
he pleaded, was that they should be reabsorbed in the countries to which they belonged 
and if that were not possible, they should be offered facilities for settling down in the 
larger, newer countries, which had more space and greater resources than tiny 
Palestine. 2 

The supporters of the partition scheme were determined to see it through 
at all costs. The vote was to be taken in the plenary session on 26 November, 1947. 
But according to Sir Zafarullah, if it had been put to the vote on that day, partition 
could not have been carried. But the UN Secretary General informed that the UN 
staff would not work on Thanksgiving Day (28 November) therefore the matter must 
be postponed. When the matter came to actual voting after the adjournment, some 
of the states whose representatives opposed partition proposal tamely supported it at 
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the behest of America and the resolution was passed. The necessary two third majority 
was obtained for the partition scheme which was backed both by the US and the Soviet 
Union 1 . Zafaruliah feels convinced that *it was the personal intervention of President 
Truman that brought about these changes .* 2 

During the thanks giving interval when the US was availing time to secure 
required majority for the Partition Plan, a correspondent asked Sir Zafaruliah : what 
were the basis of successful negotiations between Arab and Jews? He replied ‘If they 
agree to appoint me an Arbitrator I can solve the matter on correct lines .’ 3 It is not 
clear why and in what capacity he offered his services for arbitration and how far it 
fell in line with our stand on Palestine? 

What was Ahmadya reaction to the ‘creation’ of Israel ? Alfazl Lahore wrote 
a short column on the unjust resolution of partition and creation of a Jewish state. It 
was called a great defeat for the Arabs but at the same time its two bright aspects were 
stressed. Firstly, the Arab countries would know how to stand on their feet without 
inculcating wishful thinking for the West. Secondly the Arab countries would have 
realized the benefits of unity . 4 

Thepaper neither condemned the partition nor exposed Imperialist-Zionist 
intrigues in any way. On the contrary Mirza Mahmud called the creation of Israel a 
fulfilment of prophecy already given in the Holy Quran, Ahadith and the Bible . 5 The 
Qadiani elders also emphasized that Mirza Mahmud had already visualized it in a 
dream and his prophecy relating to ‘Modified Treaty’ clearly stipulated the Soviet 
assistance for the Jewish state. The prophecy is said to have been gloriously fulfilled 
after the creation of Israel . 6 

Zafarullah’s Role: Sir Zafaruliah, in the capacity of the leader of Pakistan delegation 
to the UN was supposed to project Pakistan stand on Palestine issue. I.H. Ispahani 
says Zafaruliah did well 7 . Any how, he was Pakistan representative and not a 
spokesmanof Qadian. But it is very strange whenever Qadiani rolein support of Jewish 
"aspirations" is exposed they quote Pakistan press comments given in favour of 
Zafarullah’s speech at the UN as if Pakistan stand on the issue was similar to ’that of 
Qadiani’ s. It is nothing but an attempt to conceal real facts. The fact is that Zafaruliah 
later on exploited Pakistan stand and his position to project Qadianism and to deceive 
Arab countries. When he returned from the UN he deliberately stayed in Syria 8 to 
spend some time with Ahmadya community in Syria. He was Welcomed at the airport 
by the Syrian officials as well as Sheikh Noor Ahmad Munir and other members of 
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Qadiani community. Also present at the airport were Syed Sohail, the personal envoy 
of Syrian President; Ustaz Arif Hamza, representative of Syrian ministers, Ghalih 
Muoze Bek, General Superintendent Police, Fuad Mueen Bek and Izzat, and mem- 
bers of the Arab League. Zafarullah met the Syrian dignitaries in an ordinary and 
casual way but freely chatted with Qadiani members and warmly embraced them at 
the airport. That looked quite strange to the Syrian officials. 

Noor Ahmad Qadiani writes in his report: 'The representatives of the Arab 
League asked the police officers who were these men (whom Zafarullah met so 
frankly). But he did not know Chaudhry Sahib had come to Damascus on our invitation 
and in accordance with our requests. His arrival here was a source of joy for us and 
moved by these feelings every one desired to exchange greetings and embraced him 
with love. Every Syrian seemed to be surprised at it. They thought that Chaudhry 
Sahib had come here as a stranger. The Syrian press highlighted the reception 
accorded by Ahmadya Jamat to him. In this way the Syrians came to know about the 
religious and political position of the Jamat.’ 1 • 

Noor Ahmad further states : ‘The Syrian President requested Sir Zafarullah 
to have a lunch with him on 13 December, 1947. He also invited me to lunch. We were 
informed that he (Zafarullah) would be the state guest and a room had been reserved 
for him. Chaudhry Sahib asked me to request the President to allow him to stay with 
his Ahmadi brothers. He would like to stay in the hotel for only one night for his 
pleasure. I conveyed a literal translation of it to the President. He was very much 
amazed to hear it and enqu ired with surprise : ‘With whom he would stay’? I explained 
him in detail that Chaudhry Sahib would stay with us and we had made all arrange- 
ments in this regard.’ 2 

Sir Zafarullah called on Mufti-e-Azam Palestine in Lebanon and exchangee 
views on Palestine question with high officials. He lunched with the Prime Minister 
of Lebanon, Jamil Bek alongwith a Qadiani party. Some important political issues 
were discussed during his stay with the President. In Beirut, Um-e-Jazam, the widow 
of the former President of Lebanese Parliament, Sheikh Muhammad Jassar was 
engaged in political activities. She and her husband embraced Qadianism for political 
reasons. 

Zafarullah gave a proposal to Mirza Mahmud to launch a proselytising 
campaign in Arab states through setting up new missions. In subsequent years he 
fielded his missionaries in the Middle East in accordance with this plan. 

Activities in Israel: Soon after the socalled State of Israel was proclaimed, the 
Palestinians waged an allout war against the Zionist forces. The Arab countries, Syria, 
Lebanon, Transjordan and Egypt went into action against the Jewish state in support 
of Arabs of Palestine. Saudi Arabia and Yemen declared their participation in the war 
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I then mentioned that having lived abroad for a number of years, I was 
concerned about Pakistan's image in the international sphere. This was determined 
in every case largely by the strength and stability of a state, and both these factors 
were primarily the responsibility of Lite Centre. The result of the elections had made 
him responsible for Centre. Nor was Ihis a mere fluke or passing phase, With the 
abolition of parity of representation in the Central Legislature, East Pakistan would 
always enjoy a preponderance at the Centre, Did he not feel enjoy a preponderance 
at ihe Centre. Did he not feel that a comparatively strong Centre would be a source 
«*f strength Tor East Pakistan and would, under the new conditions, help to eliminate 
the imbalance and disparities which he had complained of? His only response was a 
quizzical smile. ’ 

Tlit Letter: During the crucial days of March, 1971 when Mujib took virtual control 
over East Pakistan and Yahya was playing a dubious role of arbitrator among 
conflicting political groups, Sir Zafarullah wrote a letter front Holland on 8 March, 
1971 to u friend who was Very elose |o one of the West Pakistan leaders.’ 2 The letter 
gives Qudiani point t>r view on East Pakistan crisis. It says that the only course left for 
Pakistan was separation of East Pakistan in a beneficent way and under the then 
prevailing circumstances reconciliation was out of question. 

Zafarullah says, There is complete lack of trust and nationalist sentiments 
and emotions have overborne faith and religion. The whole world has adopted 
self-determination as its creed. 

The ratio of population between East and West Pakistan is 7 to 6 (70 million 
against 60 million) and the ratio of area is 9 (54,000 sq, miles) against 5 1 (306,000 sq. 
miles). 

East Pakistan is determined upon separation. West Pakistan has no decisive 
argument to offer in opposition to their demand; even if it had .East Pakistan is not 
prepared to listen to it and to reflect upon it. 

History bears witness that coercion Is not only futile but is suicidal. IT, God 
forbid, blood is shed this will create an unbridgeable gulf between the two. Material 
loss can be made up, loss of life cannot; and the bitterness and the gloating of our 
neighbour over our misfortunes are inevitable, 

Evan assuming that through coercion the partnership could be prolonged 
for a while. There is linte clutnce of any rent accord. Therefoiv, willingly or unwillingly, 
the only possible course left is separation in a beneficent way. This course U indeed beset 
with difficulties which could today be resolved through mutual understanding but even 
Ihis chance mighi be lost in a short while. The truth is that in the present circumstances 
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a reconciliation appears lo be out or the question and recourse can be had only to a 
beneficent separation.’ 1 

Assault on M. MAh mad On 15 September, 1971 Muhammad Aslam Qureshi, an 
employee or Capital Development Authority, Islamabad, made an attempt onthc lire 
of M.MAhamd, Economic Adviser to the President Ihil he could not succeed to kill 
him. He was tried in a special military court despite a strong demand for his trial in 
an open court. Over one hundred members of the Rawalpindi Bar Association sent a 
memorandum to the Governor or the Punjab for a fair and open trial of Aslam 
Qu reshj 2 3 H Ifunfon tiabwah called M.MAhmad, the acting President of Pakistan while 
giving the news of assault.^Gcneral Yahya was out or the country and M.M. Ahmad 
was acting as a key person in his cabinet. Raja ZufaruL Haq who subsequently became, 
Information Minister in Gen. Zifl’s Cabinet appeared in his defence. Aslam Ourcshi, 
in his statement before the military court criticised Gudiuni beliefs and maintained 
that he was very perturbed and offended to know that Gad i unis had been collaborating 
with India and working for the recognition or Bangla Dcsh 4 5 He whs awarded 15 years 
rigorous imprisonment by the Martial Law Court. Alter the change or Government 
in December, 1971 people demanded an immediate release of Muhammad Aslam 
Qureshi. Maulana (ihulam Ghaus Hazarvi of JU1 used his personal influence wilh the 
Prime Minister Bhutto to secure his release after a period of two years and eight 
months. 

Sinister Plan: In post- election period, Bhutto made many provocative speeches, He 
declared: ‘No constitution could be framed, nor could any Government at the centre 
be run without my party’s cooperation.' He was not prepared to occupy opposition 
benches in the National Assembly. He also hinted at the recognition of two political 
parties and two Prime Ministers in Pakistan. He got support uf military' Junta- f ecr- 
zada, Omer, Gut Hassan and the bureaucracy. 

On 12 January, Yahya went to Dacca to sec the Awumi League's draft 
constitution but Mujib let him down' In the mood of gloom he went to Larkana and 
received Bhutto’s cooperation. Yahya assigned Bhutto chc job or visiting Dacca in 
order lo evolve his plan with Mujib. But no compromise formula could be evolved 
between two power hungry leaders. During February, 1971 the political situation 
deteriorated sharply after the "hijacking drama" of two Kashmir students. It was said 
to be an Indian booby trap to ban over flights of Pakistan aircrafts over its territory. 

Bhuuo refused to go to the inaugural session of the National Assembly at 
Dacca and even declared that nobody Trom West Pakistan would be allowed to attend 
the session. Yahya postponed the session without giving a fresh date 6 
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without a ‘homeland’ would be settled in their ancient ‘homeland’ Palestine. The allied 
nations promised to compensate the people oflsrael for injustices done to them in the 
past. In accordance with these declarations, Palestine was taken from Turkey and 
declared the national home for the Jews. The administration of Palestine was shaped 
so as to make it easy for Jews to make it their homeland. A veiy old demand of the 
Jews that conditions promoting their national cohesion should be created for them 
was met...’ 

The Qadiani journal further emphasizes : 

‘The revelation of the Promised Messiah also says i will relieve theChildren 
of Israel.’ This indicated a great change in the position of the Jews. It indicated the 
end of the opposition which nations of theworld had offered so long to an independent 
home for Jews.’ 1 

Mirza Nasir Ahmad, the third successor of the Ahmadya community was on 
his European tour in 1980. At a press Conference at the Cafe Royal in Picadilly, in 
reply to a question whether he recognized the state of Israel he stated that he could 
not refuse to accept a fact of history that Israel exists. 2 After his death Mirza Tahir 
Ahmad captured the Rabwah ‘gaddi.’ He very shrewdly put forth his point of view 
over the issue. His booklet From Rabwah To Tel Aviv is an interesting study on the 
subject. 

During the Gulf War (1991), he gave a series of ‘revealing’ addresses and 
an analysis of the role of big powers in the political upheavals in the Middle East. He 
also discusssed the past role of Israel as an ally of Western cou nines. 3 It was an 
updated beat, a smoke screen to debunk the anti-Ahmadya propaganda. He continued 
to enjoy the support of Western countries and the Jewish lobby. 
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QAD1AN1 INTRIGUES IN 
PAKISTAN 

In accordance with a pre-conceived plan, Mirza Mahmud proposed to leave 
Qadian on 31 August, 1947. In an address to his community he explained that when 
he saw a revelation of Mirza Ghulam Ahmad which he said to have received on 18 
September, 1 894 he made a firm decision to migrate. It says ‘Dagh e Hijrat’ (The Stigma 
of Migration) and said to have a reference to migration of Ahmadis from Qadian. The 
events took a sharp turn in August, 1947 and a British Army Colonel told Mirza 
Mahmud that the Muslims would be in great distress in Punjab after 3 1 August, 1947. 1 
Ahmad In Pakistan: Leaving Qadian under fire and terror, Mirza Mahmud planned 
to go to Lahore in a military jeep to be provided by Maj. Gen Nazir Ahmad, the same 
fellow who was subsequently involved in the Pindi Conspiracy case. Due to non 
availability of the said jeep, he took his son’s car and escorted by Cap. Attaullah arrived 
in Lahore alongwith his wife and daughter-in-law. He narrated the whole incident of 
his migration from Qadian to Lahore in a Friday sermon : 

"When a study of the revelations vouchsafed to the Promised Messiah 
convinced me that our migration from Qadian had been indicated with certainty and 
I decided to leave Qadian, a message was sent to Lahore by telephone that some 
transport might be arranged for, but no reply was received for eight or ten days and 
finally the reply that came was that Government was not able to arrange for any 
transport.... then Captain Attaullah procured the car of Nawab Muhammad Din and 
the jeep of Mirza Mansoor Ahmad and cars of some other friends... We thus travelled 
from Qadian to Lahore, in accordance with Mirza Ghulam Ahmad’s revelation, ‘After 
Eleven’." 2 

It is alleged that during his journey from Qadian to Lahore^ he wore a veil 
(burqa) to conceal his identity. There is also a story that he attired himself as Hindu 
Yogi and left for Lahore secretly in a plane leaving Qadiani community at the mercy 
of unruly Hindu and Sikh attackers. 3 All these stories are wrong. He did not conceal 
his identity during the journey. 

A Qadiani belonging to Lahore Section draws the following conclusions on 
the basis of Mirza Ghulam Ahmad’s revelations concerning the exodus of Ahmadis 
from Qadian : 

"Then again Hazrat Mirza Ghulam Ahmad received another ‘ilham’ about 
Qadian (the town where he lived). ‘People having natures like Yazid would be born 
in this town’ (Tazkira, P.181). Now Yazid (son of Muawiya) was the second Khalifa, 
of the Oniayed Dynasty with their capital at Damascus (Syria), fie was instrumental 
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in introducing a secular and absbltltd mfoarchy amongst the Muslims and was guilty 
of killing Hazrat Imam Hussain (grandson of the Holy Prophet (p.b.o.h). So the ‘ilham’ 
refers to a time when a Khalifa like Yflcid would appear amongst the Ahmadya 
community, who would, of ctAiifee, dain^ to f»e a holy one but would actually be a 
wordly person. Then circumstances wRI qris* which will cause this Yazid like Khalifa 
and his follwers to be driven out of- Qadian. This is corroborated by another ‘Ilham’ 
of Hazrat Mirza Sahib saying ‘The Evil Spirit of Damascus.’ So that just like Yazid 
was the Evil Spirit of Damascut, sA wouldfbd a similar evil spirit be bom in Qadian. ,! 
Post-Partition Qadian: Qadiani volunteers waged a desperate struggle for their 
survival in Qadian 1 2 3 4 They equipped themseflveswith light arms, paraded in and around 
that area and had frequent dashes with afemed Sikh bands. On 28 August, Sir 
Zafarullah met Lord Mount batten a tttftnipressed upon him the need to save Qadian. 
Molvi Saleem, the Qadiani missionary at Calcutta visited Pandit Nehru, Sardar Baldev 
Singh and Maulana Azad in connection with the security of Qadian. The Indian 
authorities alleged that Qadianis had been attacking Sikh villages and had terrorized 
their inhabitants. It also came* to their notice that big arms and ammunition dumps 
existed in Qadian. The Qadiani volunteers said to have been using arms in the name 
of self-defence. The Indian Government arrested some notable Qadianis viz Fateh 
Muhammad Sayal, Nazir Tabligh(undef Section 302), Syed Waliullah, Nazar Amoor 
Aama Qadian, (Section 302) and Ch. Abdul Bari, Nazar Treasury under the Safety 
Ordinance to ease the Qadiani Sikh tension prevailing in and around Qadian. 

In a press conference an ‘Lahore, M£rza Mahmud announced his decision 
that Ahniadis would stick to Qbdian till Indian Government give a written order that 
they could not allow them to way there. H£ added that time had come when the 
Governments of both the Dominions Should corlfer bn the paramount necessity of 
protecting the sacred religious centres such a s Sarhind Sharif, Ajmer Sharif, Delhi, 
Qadian and Nartkana Sahib. Both thd Dominions should agree to allow Muslims and 
non Muslims to stay at their respective sacred places with full guarantees for protection 
of life and property. 

He said that he had invited Gindfriji and certain members of the British 
Parliament to visit Qadian and see with tfceh Own eyes die state of affairs prevailing 
there. He declared that in spite -of Open hostility of the military and the police it had 
been decided not to evacuate Qadian angl keep such number of persons there as could 
be adequately fed and live in a reaiorteffly sanitary atmosphere. He emphasized that 
the question of Qadian could not be treated as an individual case but had to be taken 
up on a national plan. 5 
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Qadiani leadership continued to put all their pressure on Pandit Nehru, 
Gandhiji, Maulana Azad and some British civil and military officers to arrive at an 
agreement with the Indian Government regarding the fate of Ahmadis in Oadian. At 
Lake Success, New York, in January and February, 1948 the UN Security Council 
debated the Indo Pak dispute on Kashmir Sir Zafarullah, Pakistan Representative to 
the UN, in his speech on 15 January, 1948 referred to massacres of "Ahmadi Muslims” 
in his home town of Oadian. Sir Gopala Swami Ayengar, the Indian Representative 
refuted all of his charges. Sir Zafarullah, in his speech dated 24 January, 1948 again 
referred to the events of his home town and remarked: 

"The representative of India has charged me with having tried to create a 
wrong impression in the minds of the members of the Security Council with regard to 
what occurred to my home town in Oadian. 

I wish to make it clear that the reference to my own home was not by way 
of a specific complaint or grievance as to what had occurred (Where millions had lost 
their homes and all that they possessed, and had gone through various stages and 
degrees of suffering and misery, it would have been out of place to mention the loss 
of one’s own home). I mentioned it as an instance where one knew what had occurred, 
and yet the Government of India had chosen to deny altogether that any thing had 
occurred. 

What actually happened is that his house was looted by the military and by 
Sikhs for five days between 27 September and 1st October. By the sheerest coincidence, 
a Delhi newspaper came to my attention, in which I noticed the second installment of 
incidents that took place at Oadian, where my home was, and which incidentally, is 
the headquarter of a religious movement having mission all over the world. 

I might mention that at my request and the request of other prominent 
members of their particular movement, the Government of India sent a detachment 
of troops stationed there to give us protection, and it also sent an additional police.” 1 2 

The Hindustan Times disclosed that all thanks go-to Pandit Nehru who took 
personal interest in the matter and the "Ahmadyas including their Khalifa were able 
to cross to Pakistan safely under military escort. The border is only 20 miles away. 
However, 313 able-bodied men stayed behind to look after the Anjuman’s work in 
India. -2 

Those who stayed in Oadian are called Ahmadi Dervishes (chosen hermits). 
Mirca Ghulam Ahmad, in one of his revelations, claimed that an angel. gave him a 
bread (Nan) and told that was for him and his Dervishes. These men are also called 
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Ashab-i-Sufa. The period of Dervishship started on 16 November, 1947 in Qadian 1 
when an agreement was concluded with the Indian Government. Their number 
changes but does not decrease from 313. In 1966 their number was one thousand. 2 It 
is alleged that some Dervish are the agents of foreign powers and had been hiding 
themselves in a sacred enclave. Their role came under attack during 1965 and 1971 
Indo-Pak wars. 

The Hindustan Times gives post-Partition picture of Qadian in these words : 

‘Among the prominent persons who visited Qadian in these days (1947) to 
reassure the Ahmadyaswere Bengal Chief Minister, H.S.Suhrawardy (on instructions 
from Mahatma Gandhi), Mirdula Sarabai and Gen Thimaya. Later Acharya Vinoba- 
Bhave also paid visit to the town. 3 However Hindu and Sikh refugees from Pakistan 
occupied the houses shops and lands vacated by the Ahmadyas in Qadian. The 
Talim-ul- Islam Degree College became the Sikh National College evacuated from 
Lahore, theTalim ul Islam High School turned into the Kalaswala Khalsa High School 
(originally located in the Gujrat district) and the Nusrat Girls High School was 
renamed the Ved Kaur Arya Girls High School. The Ahmadya College for training 
missionaries was not effected. The Noor Hospital administered by the Anjuman was 
taken over by the State Government to run as a Civil Hospital.’ 

Rabwah: Mirza Mahmud temporarily encamped at Rattan Bagh Lahore. Then he 
acquired 1034 acres of land in district Jhang (Punjab) to set up a Zilli Qadian, 4 called 
Rabwah in last quarter of 1948. About two years before Partition, Mirza Mahmud 
claimed to have a vision in which Qadian was attacked with such force that he had to 
evacuate the Ahmadya Community. It was ‘revealed’ to him that the Ahmadis would 
find refuge in ‘nila gumband’, which means blue dome. Since there is a section of 
Lahore known as nila gumband, the name being derived from a mosque in the vicinity 
whose dome at one time was covered with blue tiles. The Khalifa assumed that the 
vision referred to a future refuge in Lahore. However, when the forced eviction 
actually did take place, emissaries of the Khalifa discovered that the community would 
not be welcomed at Lahore, and they were left with problem of finding a place to go. 
Reports came in that Rabwah site could be purchased, a location bounded on two 
sides by hills, Bashir-ud-Din was reminded by his advisers that the published report 
of his vision had contained a reference to hills, also. Furthermore, he now realized 
that nila gumband was the blue dome of the open sky. With the certain feeling that 
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God had revealed to him the destination, the Khalifa, like a modem Moses, brought 
his people out of India to the promised land of Pakistan. 

Rabwah remained moreorlessan independent Ahmadya state. The Rabwah 
Administration ran a parallel Government in early decades. Officials of local bodies 
and other agencies were appointed by the Punjab Government with the consent of 
the Rabwah Administration. Even a Deputy Commissioner in Jhang could not be 
appointed without the prior clearance of Mirza Mahmud, not to speak of other civil 
officials. Rabwah College had no non-Qadiani staff. Since property in Rabwah was 
owned by the Ahmadya Anjuman, no one could sell/purchase a plot, construct a house 
or run a business without their permission. No one dared to defy Ahmadya authority. 
The dissidents had to face a tough time including social boycott, maltreatment, assaults 
and humiliation. It was a closed city. Sir Francis Mudie, the then Governor of the 
Punjab was favourably inclined to Qadianis. The Rabwah land was sold to them at 
throw-away prices. The lease agreement was hurriedly concluded to afford an 
opportunity to Qadianis to settle earlier. The place had a strategic importance for 
them. It is safe from any attack from the side of Chinot as it has been separated by 
the river. They kept this aspect in view while selecting a place for their headquarters. 
Aspiration for Qadian: Although Mirza Mahmud set up a centre at Rabwah, he 
always yearned for Qadian. He made his followers believe that they would get back 
Qadian and exhorted them to make attempts at reunion of Pakistan with mdia. 

Munir Report states : "When the possibility of a separate homeland for 
Muslims by the Partition of the country began faintly to appear on the horizon, 
Ahmadis began to concern themselves with the shadow of coming events. Some of 
their writings from 1945 to early 1947 disclose that they expected to succeed to the 
British but when the faint vision of Pakistan began to assume the form of a coming 
reality they felt it to be somewhat difficult permanently to reconcile themselves with 
the idea of a new state. They must have found themselves on the horns of a dilemma 
because they could neither elect for India, a Hindu secular state, nor for Pakistan 
where schism was not expected to be encouraged. Some of their writings show that 
they were opposed to the Partition, and that if Partition came, they could strive for 
reunion." 2 

The loss of Qadian was greatly felt in Ahmadya circles but they satisfied 
themselves with the interpretation of the Mirza’s prophecies regarding the return to 
Qadian. The plight of Qadiani migrants was compared with the exodus of Jews. Mirza 
Ghulam Ahmad had already claimed to be Moses for Ahmadya Jewry. Frequent 
references were cited from the dreams and utterance of Mirza Qadjani to maintain 
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that Ahmadis would soon return to Qadian, the Holy Land of the Promised Messiah. 1 
Mirza Mahmud believed that milk in the breasts of Mecca and Madina had dried up, 
it was now flowing in Qadian. 2 Qadian is the "throne seat of the Messenger of God." 3 
It is like the Harem 4 and the Madina of Ahmadis. Mirza Ghulam Ahmad called it an 
‘abode of safety’ and the ‘Jerusalem.’ Situated there is the Minaret of the Messiah 
which the Mirza built himself to fulfil a prophecy. The mosque of the Promised 
Messiah is the Masjid-Aqsa referred to in the Holy Quran. 5 The other important 
mosque of Qadian is Masjid-i-Mubarak, the Blessed Mosque. 6 Bahishti Maqbra or 
the Cemetery of Paradise also lies there. 7 8 All this made it Sanctum Sanctoivm and a 
sign of God (Shaar-Allah). 

Every Ahmadis had to take firm oath that he would never lose sight of his 
main objective of return to Qadian. He had to prepare his family to offer all sort of 
sacrifices for the return to Qadian. 

A dream of Mirza Mahmud (11 June, 1951) makes it amply clear that he 
aspired to get back Qadian by all means. 9 Just after his arrival in Lahore till his death 
he kept on repeating the same theme. His prophecies signify that Ahmadis would 
surely get back Qadian. That would either be by peaceful means or by converting the 
whole population of the district of Gurdaspur to Ahmadyat, a very ambitious target. 
It was also held that Ahmadis had to wage a war if the need arose. To be perfect in 
faith every Ahmadi must keep in mind the ultimate return to their original and real 
centre. If Ahmadis had no power at this time, that made no difference at all. Even 
Jesus Christ had no powerwhen he declared his Ministry. Mirza Mahmud advised his 
f ollowers to incorporate his advice in their faiths that no small or big Government or 
a body of Governments could ever keep them away from their goal. ‘If these 
Governments would dare to interfere, the angels would come down from the Heaven 
to get Ahmadis take back their living centre of Qadian’, 10 he claimed. 

A decade after independence, he predicted: 

‘Do not be disappointed. Rely on God. He will help create circumstances 
favourable to (your return to Qadian). Do not you see that Jews had to wait for 1300 
years and at last they were able to settle themselves in Palestine. But you have not to 
wait for 1300 years, it is possible that you have not to wait for 13 years or even 10 years 
and God would bestow His blessings upon you.’ 11 
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Mir/a Mahmud, on the one hand, gave the good news of return to Qadian 
to his followers and on the other hand made secret contacts with the Sikh leadership 
to impress upon them the need for the safety and protection of Qadian. He desired 
to get their full cooperation in the event of a political crisis. Qadian elders supported 
the Sikh demand of a special status for Nankana Sahib situated at Sheikhupura, 
Pakistan, the birth place of Guru Nank. When Gyani Kartar Sing made a demand in 
October, 1947 that Vatican status should be given to Nankana Sahib, Alfazl fully 
supported it. It was called a ‘just and reasonable demand’, although it had been put 
forth too late. 1 

In order to retain their legal claim on the properties of Qadian, instructions 
were given to Pakistani Ahmadis not to submit claims for their properties in Pakistan 
which they had left in Qadian and its surrounding villages of Nangal, Bhani, Khara 
etc. 2 It was made clear to them that since they had come to Pakistan only temporarily 
compelled by the political circumstances of the time, they would definitely get back 
Qadian in near future after making two or three attempts. 3 To retain their claim on 
properties in Qadian they should not submit the claims in Pakistan. It was also declared 
that the dead bodies of the Khalifa and other members of the Mirza family (Khandan-i- 
Nabuwat) should be buried in Rabwah as an "Amanat" to be carried to Qadian at a 
proper time. The inscriptions on the graves of the wife of Mirza Ghulam Ahmad, 
Mirza Mahmud and other members of the Mirza family still remind every Qadiani the 
Will of Mirza Mahmud that they must have to take their dead bodies to Qadian for 
formal burial in Bahishti Maqbra. 

The possibility of Akali-Qadiani compromise on holy places of Nankana 
Sahib and Qadian lurkes in the minds of Rabwah elders. They always look to political 
developments in the Indian Punjab with keen interest. Just after the Partition, 
Qadianis approached the Sikh leadership to forge better relations between the two 
communities. In 1953, a fraternal delegation of Ahmadis from Pakistan led by the 
brother of Sir Zafarullah Khan went to Qadian taking with them vials of holy water 
from the Nankana Sahib shrine in Pakistan and copies of- the Granth Sahib for 
presentation to the Sikh Community of Qadian. In return they were given copies of 
the Quran. Such courtesies express the desire of the responsible leadership of both 
communities to build better relations between themselves. 4 

Dr Shankar Das Mehra, a veteran Congress leader who has been visualizing 
a great potential in Ahmadyat in forging good relations with Hindus since mid 30s 
sent an article on Ahmadyat to the Statesman Calcutta which appeared in its issue of 
22 February, 1949. He suggested to the Government of India to come to an alliance 
with the Ahmadya Jamat to revive the past glory of India. The movement deserved 
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attention, as its founder was a Hindustani, their Mecca was Qadian and it had no real 
sympathies for the political aspirations of the Muslim World". 1 he argued. 

In a letter to Nazir-i-Aala, Qadian on 26 December, 1949 he pinned hopes 
on the Swadeshi (national) character of the movement and spoke high of it in bringing 
two communities of India viz Hindus and Muslims, closer to each other. 2 
Zafaruliah As Foreign Minister: Qadianis made a drastic change in the aims and 
scope of their ambitions when Sir Zafaruliah was invited to become the Foreign 
Minister of Pakistan on 25 December, 1947. 3 The precise circumstances of Sir 
Zafaruliah being asked first to plead the Pakistan case before the Boundary Commis- 
sion where his community had entered a plea as a separate community and that 
resulted into loss of Gurdaspur to Pakistan - and later as Foreign Minister are subject 
of further research. 

At the time of Partition, Sir Zafaruliah was the Constitutional Adviser to 
the Nawab of Bhopal 4 Quaid-e-Azam desired H.S. Suharwardy to join the Central 
Government at Foreign Office. But he was sore at the way Kh. Nazimuddin had been 
made the first Chief Minister of erstwhile East Pakistan. He declined the offer on the 
ground that he was engaged in helping the Indian Muslims caught in unprecedented 
communal riots that had erupted in the wake of independence.' 

Sir Zafarullah’s appointment was criticized by a section of Pakistan press on 
the ground that he was a die-hard Qadiani and had never joined the Muslim League 
rather he made every attempt to sabotage the sole representative organization of 
Muslims of India. 6 

The Quaid offered him an important post although he knew well his past 
career. Sir Muhammad Ismail says : "During Willingdon’s Viceroyalty when Sir 
Zafaruliah was the Executive Counsellor, Mr. M AJinnah, in spite of his eminence in 
the political field, was kept out of the Round Table Conference in its later stages. Still 
the Quaid entrusted the Foreign Affairs of Pakistan to him. This instance was sufficient 
to show how magnanimous he could be,' 7 

It has been said that the Quaid had been prevailed upon to appoint Sir 
Zafaruliah because Zafaruliah was very close to the British and the bureaucrats who 
had recommended him felt there was a need to counterbalance Lord Mountbatten’s 
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open hostility towards the nascent state. Perhaps he had in mind the British attitude 
towards Pakistan in making this decision. Not only were the British accountable for 
many of the acute problems which faced Pakistan at its birth, they still had a hand in 
its affairs. And Lord Mountbatten was frankly hostile. Some one was, therefore, 
needed who could use his personal influence with White Hall in smoothing out the 
unresolved matters. Hence the choice of Ch. Zafarullah Khan, The acid test of the 
Jamat Ahmadya’s attitude was, however, provided by the Pakistan movement in which 
it did not participate. 

The group which had been most dominant and powerful in Pakistan’s 
emerging foreign policy making apparatus was bureaucratic elite, consisting of top 
civil servants and high echelons of Pakistan military establishment. Initially, there was 
neither a well-organized Foreign Office of Pakistan nor any well-equipped and trained 
Pakistan Foreign Service. In the early years, some old hands of British India’s Political 
Department used to man the higher posts of Pakistan’s Foreign Office. Among them 
were some Britishers who mostly belonged to the old ICS Cadre. These British officer 
viz Creagh Coin, Fletcher, Dixon and Rcdpath had set the early tone of the Pakistan’s 
foreign policy administration and moulded the political outlook of its Foreign Office 
and its personnels. 

After the death of Quaid-i-Azam and the departure of some British Officers, 
the whole foreign policy establishment went under the grip of some top Pakistan civil 
servants as the political elites at that time were fiercely engaged in domestic power 
struggle. 1 2 3 Iskandar Mirza, Ch. Muhammad Ali (hoth of them later became the top 
office holders), Muhammad Ikramullah, Secretary, Ministry of Foreign Affairs during 
1947-51, Aziz Ahmad and a few other civil servants like Akhtar Hussain who came 
from Supply and Agha Hilaly from Education, Health and Lands, became the key 
figures in the Foreign Office. Some high ranking military officers, like Ayub Khan 
entered into this group of foreign policy elite and began to influence the foreign policy 
processes, particularly after the death of Quaid-i-Azam. It is on record that as early 
as 1951 Ayub Khan started thinking in terms of Pakistan’s joining the Western military 
bloc. 

It is doubtful if the Quaid like other elites of newly founded state was aware 
of the Qadiani leadership’s theologian, infact prophetic views about the future of the 
state he had founded, yet he did direct that all matter of policy nature should be 
referred either to him or to the Prime Minister, Liaqat Ali Khan. But in actual practice, 
it was the Foreign Minister who was to decide which was routine and which was a 
policy matter. , 

Contact Campaign: Alter Zafarullah’s assumption of the portfolio Of Foreign Mini- 
stership of Pakistan, the head of Ahmadya community got himself actively involved 
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in Pakistan politics. He wrote a series of articles in Alfazl, Lahore from September 
1947 to January, 1948 on the defence potential and economic viability of newly 
established state of Pakistan. He proposed that Pakistan should take every step to 
cooperate with India in the political and economic fields as well as in the sphere of 
defence. 1 Elaborating on economic; political and defence potentialities of Pakistan, 
he proposed to establish a Territorial Force and Army Clubs for the country. In his 
fourth lecture on the ‘Future of Pakistan ’ held in Law College, Lahore, he stressed the 
need of a joint defence with India. He explained that Pakistan Army was 80,000 in 
number and included infantry, artillery, parachuters etc of which only 40,000 or its 50 
percent was a fighting force. On the basis of data worked out in relation to total border 
area with the fighting force, he concluded that Pakistan could deploy only 43 men to 
defend one mile of its border ofwhich 2! men could actually fight. He gave the example 
of Germany which deployed one thousand army men to defend one mile of its territory. 
He called Pakistan defence very weak because it had a very small number of 
experienced officers, no reserve force and a poor artillery with little ammunition. 
Parachute Battalion would likely to be disbanded. There was not a single ordnance 
factory in the country. After pointing out these shortcomings, he strongly pleaded that 
Pakistan and India must jointly devise their defence systems. 2 He also argued that 
Indian sub-continent was a geographical entity even if it would be divided into million 
parts. Keeping this end in view, Pakistan and India should forge a common cause in 
their defence policy, 3 he concluded. 

After advocating a joint defence scheme, he turned towards the Muslim 
League. In an interview with the APP, Mirza Mahmud demanded that doors of the 
League should be kept open for all non-Muslims of Pakistan in order to reorganize 
this party on democratic and internationally recognized principles. It was argued that 
after the establishment of Pakistan, the League had no basis for existence neither in 
Pakistan nor in India. ‘Muslims of India should join the Indian National Congress’, 
he maintained. 4 

To introduce himself in political circles of the then West Pakistan, he 
embarked upon a tour of the area in March 1948. He visited Sialkot, Jhelum, Karachi, 
Peshawar, Rawalpindi and Quetta, addressed selected gatherings, met civil and 
military officers and political leaders of repute. 5 He discussed the key political 
problems of Pakistan including Kashmir issue, defence policy and the future of the 
newly created Muslim state of Pakistan. 

In his tour to the NWFP in early April, 1948 he met Shinwari and Afridi 
Chiefs in Landi Kota!, addressed two gatherings at Peshawar and called on Dr Khan 
Sahib and Abdul Ghaffar Khan in Utmanzai. 6 
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Relations between Afghanistan and Pakistan were tense since November, 
1947 when Sardar Najibullah came to Karachi as a special envoy of King Zahir Shah 
of Afghanistan to hold talks with Pakistan officials. After his return to Kabul, 
Afghanistan kept on raising the slogan of Pakhtunistan in high pitch. Qadianis had a 
pathological hatred for Kabul as their missionaries were slain there at different 
occasions. Zafarullah’s bias played a key role in formative phase of Pakistan Foreign 
policy towards Kabul. 

On his return from Peshawar, Mirza Mahmud stayed in Rawalpindi where 
he addressed a selected gathering in a Cinema Hall and spoke on Kashmir problem. 
He claimed to play a very crucial role if so desired by the Government of Pakistan 
because Abdullah had a great respect for him. People demonstrated outside the hall 
and the police had to resort to lathi charge to disperse the agitating crowd. 

From Pindi he left for Quetta. Ahmadya community Quetta arranged a 
reception in his honour on 14 June, 1948. The participants included M. Kazmi, the 
Iranian Counsel ; Ministers of Kalat State, top ranking civil and military officials. Sir 
Phillips Edward, Political Agent Quetta, Mirza Bashir Ahmad S.O. Quetta. Mr, 
Balang S.P., Mr. Beck DSP, Khan Bahadur Malik Bashir Ahmad, Under Secretary, 
Adj. Gen., Nawab Raisani, Agha Sarwar Shah, Commissioner Colony Revenue 
Commission, Nawab Karam Khan Kansi, Muhammad Khan Jogezai, Mir Doda Khan 
and some senior members of the Muslim League. He discussed the issue of Islamic 
constitution and emphasized the need to support the volunteers fighting in Kashmir. 1 
To his followers his message was to attain power and get it even by force if it was not 
possible to have it by peaceful means. 2 3 He exhorted Ahmadis to launch a vigorous 
conversion campaign. These utterances, afterwards, resulted in a counter offensive 
from the ulema against Qadianism. 

Hyderabad: On 11 September, 1948 Quaid*i-Azam Muhammad Ali Jinnah passed 
away. It was a tremendous loss to the Nation. The people were mourning the death 
of their great leader when the news came that the Indian forces had marched into 
Hyderabad Deccan. 

Hyderabad enjoyed a peculiar position during the British rule. The Nizam 
had the Imperialist favour only except in mid 20s when he tried to assert his position 
by declaring the sovereignty of the state in internal affairs. The Viceroy, Lord Reading 
sharply reacted over it and a Council was setup on 27 March, 1926 to administer the 
State affairs. Four British officers were included in the Council. The Nizam had lost 
almost all power and became a titular head of the Hindu dominated Stat^. The 
Nizam’s sons, Prince of Bcrar and Muazzam Jah were at war with each other. Berar 
borrowed a huge amount of money from the Hindu money lenders for his personal 
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use and collaborated with the British Officers to come to power at an appropriate 
time. Some Oadiani members of Sikanderabad family always planted their agents in 
the King Palace who informed Qadian of all the palace intrigues. Qadian promoted 
Prince Berar. In an address in late 1948, at the time of Indian capture of Hyderabad, 
Mirza Mahmud Ahmad revealed that Prince Berar had entered into a secret agree- 
ment with some Mahasabai Hindus 21-year ago (1927). He received money and 
promised them certain concessions in the event of his assumption of power at an 
appropriate time. The agreement came to the notice of one the Prince’s confidants 
(probably a Oadiani). He stole it from his papers and handed it over to Mirza Mahmud 
Ahmad. 1 A probe by the Oadiani intelligence gave the background of the agreement. 
That since Prince Berar did not receive pocket money from the state exchequer he 
borrowed money from Hindu money lenders who took advantage of the situation and 
concluded a secret agreement with him. Mirza Mahmud says, that he brought this 
agreement to the notice of the Government. The British Government ordered the 
Nizam to pay him about 10 to 20 thousand rupee per month. 

Mirza Mahmud further says that he was in favour of bartering away 
Hyderabad for Kashmir. He argues that Hyderabad, according to its conditions should 
have formed part of the Indian Union as Kashmir should accede to Pakistan. Heclaims 
to have always been inviting the attention of the Muslims to the fact that both these 
issues (Kashmir and Hyderabad) are linked with each other and should be dealt with 
jointly. He means to say ‘give Hyderabad to India and get Kashmir from it.’ He 
deplored that sometimes the leaders of the nation get so subservient to aspirations of 
the masses that they could not adopt a right course. He expressed doubts in the ability 
of Prince Berar and Qasim Rizvi to deliver goods. 2 

Political Strategy: Muslims of Pakistan saw that Zafarullah did not participate in the 
funeral prayers of the Quaid on the plea that he was a non-Muslim. Qadianis openly 
called 900 million Muslims confirmed heretics (Kafirs) and the Quaid was no excep- 
tion. This sparked off heated controversy through out Pakistan but Qadianis cared 
little for it. The Imperialist powers fully backed them achieve their evil designs directed 
to undermine the integrity of Pakistan. 

Qadianis had held the belief during the British rule in india (and even still 
maintain) that they could prosper and propagate their ideas only under the ‘shield* of 
the British and that they could work properly neither in Mecca, nor in Syria, nor- in 
Kabul except under this (British) Government for whose progress and prosperity, the 
founder of the community used ever to pray.’ 3 They now found the Pakistan situation 
too quite prospective. During his political tours Mirza Mahmud exhorted the followers 
to concentrate on and convert the large and thinly populated Baluchistan and ‘be in 
a position to call at least one province as our own.* 4 He asked them not to flock like 
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sheep in one or two departments but to spread nut in all the key sectors. And as for 
the military, if one assumed that there were 10,000 Ahmadis in Pakistan, then 9,000 
should go to the military. 

Military preparation is a very important thing. How could you do your work 
until you have not learnt the military science? He asked. The subsequent devaluation 
and corruption of Pakistan democracy, sabotage of the democratic process, hindrances 
created in the enforcement of the Islamic laws and the emergence first of the 
bureaucracy and later the military as the country’s ruling class should have been seen 
in the background of such deeprooted Qadiani intrigues.' 1 

Broadly speaking the post-Partition Ahmadva policy toward Pakistan rested 
on the following points : 

i) Setting up of a base in Pakistan. Mir/.a Mahmud had eyes on 
Kashmir and Baluchistan. 

ii) Penetration into Armed Forces. 

iii) Return to Qadian by undoing the Partition. 

iv) Opening up of new missions specially in Afro-Arab countries with 
the support of Sir Zafarullah. 

Kashmir : Qadiani intrigues in Kashmir had a long history. These have been briefly 
discussed in the previous chapters while stating Qadiani role in All India Kashmir 
Committee (1931). In 1933, Qadiani disruptionists formed an All India Kashmir 
Association to further their nefarious ends with the support of British Imperialism. 
The Qadiani periodical Al Isloh, was brought out from Srinagar to influence public- 
opinion. From 1933 to 1946 Qadiani role in Kashmir politics was manifestly pro- 
Maharaja. 2 Sheikh Abdullah launched ‘Quit Kashmir’ movement in 1946 which was 
directed against the Dogra ruler and was modeled on the Congress ‘Quit India 
Movement’ of 1942. He used the platform or National Conference, which was formed 
in 1939 in opposition to Muslim Conference. Mirza Mahmud severely criticized the 
anti-Maharaja 'Quit Kashmir movement and supported the policy of Maharaja of 
Kashmir. 3 He forgot all love for Kashmir freedom fighters in the last phase of their 
struggle. He exhorted his followers to fully concentrate on the conversion of Kashmiris 
to Ahmadyat and expressed his firm conviction that Kashmiris would embrace 
Ahmadyat enmasse as happened in case of the villages of Asnor, Chak Sunrij, Risshi. 
Nagar etc. 

Alftizl gives a report of Ahmadya mission’s activities in Kashmir: "Hazrat 
Muslih Maud in his Advisory Committee Meeting last year (1945) had kindly given 
the approval for setting up a Missionary Centre in Kashmir keeping in view the 
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importance of this State in his mind. There was a need to establish a Darul Tabligh 
(Centre for Propagation of Beliefs) and ‘mosque.’ The Government of Kashmir has 
been pleased to give four Kanals of land for the ‘mosque’, Dand Tabligh and guest house. 
Hazrat Mushil Maud sent a congratulatory telegram to Ahmadya missionary when we 
got the land.” 1 

Qadianis were also jubilant over the success of Ghulam Nabi Gilkar, 
President Jamat Ahmadya, Srinagar from Fateh Kadal Constituency as member of 
the Kashmir Assembly. 

Ahmadis from Jammu visited Qadian and deplored the apathy of Mirza 
Mahmud towards Kashmir liberation movement at that critical stage of struggle. Mirza 
Mahmud gave at length his past role in Kashmir movement during (1930s) and 
criticized the present Kashmir leadership for launching a movement having an anti 
Maharaja stance.'Blames are being leveled against the Maharaja and his family, it is 
wrong and we strongly oppose this movement. All our sympathies are with the 
Maharaja of Kashmir. Nevertheless he should also take care of his subjects,’ 2 he 
emphasized. 

Mirza Mahmud, in reply to an address from a group of Qadianis of Kashmir 
stated that there was no doubt that he had taken interest in Kashmir politics and had 
been willing to offer his assistance to the interested parties if they promised to work 
under his direction. ‘We were willing to cooperate with them and the success could 
be achieved that way,’ he maintained . 

He narrated one of his dreams which he saw in 1942 about the Maharaja of 
Kashmir. 'The dream was also repeated the next day. The Promised Messiah had also 
seen a similar dream regarding Maharaja of Patiala. This showed that there was some 
relationship of Patiala and Kashmir with the Punjab politics. Any how, we had been 
continuously making efforts to spread Ahmadyat and our Jamats had encircled 
Kashmir", 3 he emphasized. 

With the transfer of power to the successor States of India and Pakistan, the 
British paramountacy over the princely states lapsed. The Indian leaders had planned 
to take over Kashmir long before the Partition. The Radcliffe Award allotted Muslim 
majority district of Gurdaspur to India, thereby providing India with lines of com- 
munications to the Kashmir Valley which it otherwise could not have had. 

AK Government: Pakistan leadership was ovenburdended with problems and could 
not take proper action to counter Indian aggressive moves. The voluntary expedition 
of tribesmen to liberate the State from Dogra ruler proved to be abortive owing to 
lack of planning and resources. The people of Poonch waged a heroic struggle against 
the Dogra repressive regime. Mirza Mahmud lost no time to form a Qadiani Battalion 
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to fight on Kashmir front. Qadianis had always opposed jehad as the very coming of 
the Promised Messiah was to abrogate the holy war for all times to come. It was an 
article of their faith and they strictly adhered to it during the British rule in India. But 
now the political expediency forced Mirza Mahmud to send Furqan Battalion to 
Kashmir border to watch Ahmadi interests in Kashmir imbroglio and to promote the 
strategic interests relating to Qadian. Many Qadiani agents were already active in 
Poonch and the Valley. They undertook secret missions to Kashmir under the 
instructions of Mirza Mahmud. 

Qadianis advance a claim that during the liberation movement in Kashmir, 
Ghulam Nabi Gilkar formed the First Azad Kashmir Government in exile at Rawal- 
pindi. He said to have left for Srinagar on 6 October to arrest Maharaja Hari Singh. 1 
A 13-member Cabinet was secretly formed in Srinagar which included Minister-desig- 
nate for education, health, defence, law, etc. It was a Qadiani shadow Cabinet. Gilkar 
was arrested in Srinagar and remained in jail for a few months. 

Pandit Prem Nath Bazaz says : “The President of Provisional Government 
as announced by Radio Pakistan was Anwar. Who is this Anwar? Three men have 
come forward since each claiming that it is he. But it is believed by reliable people 
that Anwar was no other person than Ghulam Nabi Gilkar a member of the Working 
Committee of the Muslim Conference, one of the old veterans of the Kashmir freedom 
movement who headed the provisional revolutionary Government of Azad Kashmir. 
No soon was the provisional Government formed than its President did a childish and 
fantastic thing. He proceeded to Srinagar with the intention of arresting the Maharaja 
and warning Abdullah of the dangerous consequences of his contemplated step in 
forcing the state to accede to India. This self styled president was arrested and detained. 
He met Abdullah before his detention and had a talk with him but he did not reveal 
his indentity.* 2 

The underground ‘Cabinet’ supposed to be formed by Gilkar included either 
Qadiani or pro-Qadiani elements. Names of all of them were not revealed except 
persons like Abdul Ghaffar Dar, Deputy Publicity Officer (designate), Khawaja Abdul 
Mannan, Chief Engineer etc. 3 

There is absolutely no truth in Qadiani claim that Gilkar formed the first 
Provisional Azad Kashmir Government. On 4 October, Syed Nazir Hussain Shah, a 
veteran leader from Jammu announced the formation of Azad Kashmir Government. 
The announcement was made under the fictitious name of ‘Anwar.* 4 He himself told 
the scribe that since he loved the Turk General Anwar Pasha, he used that name for 
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the attainment of a sublime cause. Subsequently Ghulam Nabi Gilkar appended his 
name with the epithet of Anwar. Gilkar always opposed Pakistan stand on Kashmir 
issue and advocated ‘Independent Kashmir’ theory. The Azad Kashmir government 
was formed on 24 October, 1947 in the liberated area of Kashmir and Sardar 
Muhammad Ibrahim became its first President. 1 

On 26 October, India launched a full-fledged attack on Kashmir after the 
Maharaja’s shady deal with the Congress leadership. When it was brought to the notice 
of the Quaid he immediately responded by ordering General Gracey, the Acting 
C-in-C Pakistan Army, to dispatch Pakistan troops to Kashmir, but the British C-in-C 
refused to carry out these orders even though his British counterparts on the Indian 
side were busy mounting an armed attack in Jammu and Kashmir State. 

Philip Warner, the biographer of Field Marshal Auchinleck states : 

"Auchinleck promptly flew to Lahore (after the landing of Indian troops in 
Kashmir on the orders of General Lockart, the C-in-C of the Indian Armed Forces). 
Here General Sir Douglas Gracey (deputising for Messervy, C-inC Pakistan Armed 
Forces, who was on leave) informed him that he had been told by Jinnah to send troops 
to Kashmir for various missions, including that of capturing Srinagar obviously 
Pakistan’s Governor General would not let Kashmir so willingly. Auchinleck stated 
very clearly to Jinnah that what he was proposing to do was quite irregular, for Kashmir 
had now legally became part of India. He quietly pointed out that if Jinnah tried to 
proceed he himself would order all British officers to withdraw from Pakistan’s Army, 
a threat which infuriated but at the same time checked Jinnah. Auchinleck then 
suggested that Jinnah should meet Nehru, Mountbatten, the Maharaja of Kashmir 
and his Prime Minister in a conference, to which the Muslim leader had no choice but 
to agree. In the event Nehru was ill and was unable to go, though it was agreed in 
principle that a plebiscite would be called to determine the real feeling in Kashmir.” 2 
In the UN: On 1st January, 1948 India went to the Security Council with complaint 
that Pakistan was aiding and abetting the frontier tribesmen and its own nationals to 
join fighting in the State. While the Council was still debating the issue, India 
intensified its operations in the State which forced Pakistan to send a limited number 
of troops into Kashmir to hold essential defensive positions. 

Sir Gopala Swami Ayenger spoke on behalf of India and Zafarullah 
presented Pakistan case in the Security Council. "The sum of his (Zafaruljah’s) 
arguments 3 concerning Kashmir was that the accession together with the massacre of 
Muslims in East Punjab and the neighbouring Sikh and Hindu State were factors in 
one vast plot. He concluded with a suggestion that India’s appeal to the Security 
Council was due to the failure of her Army to enforce a decision. In this there was 
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certainly an element of truth. In the opening presentation Sir Zafarullah Khan may 
well have overplayed his hand. Dramatic and startling accusations exposing Indian 
leadership as a diabolical tyranny seeking its satisfaction through blood were not likely 
to impress the Security Council. His tendency to excessive length was also a handicap." 1 

Mirza Mahmud in his address in Rawalpindi on 12 April, 1948 already made 
it clear that the decision of the Security Council would be against Pakistan. That 
decision would be guided by international factors and even ten Zafarullah Khans could 
have no influence over it. 2 He disclosed that Sir G.SAyenger had assured America 
and Britain 3 that India would provide required concessions in the wake of war with 
the Russians. 

The Council appointed the UN Commission for India and Pakistan 
(UNCIP) to investigate the facts and mediate between the parties. ‘When the 
Commission arrived in Pakistan on 7 July, 1948 it at once got a frank acknowledgment 
from Zafarullah Khan that Pakistan troops had been fighting in Kashmir since 8 May. 
This fact was widely known but had not previously been admitted by the Pakistan 
Government. In the eyes of the Commission it constituted "a material change in the 
situation” end it stated so in correspondence with the Pakistan Government. Pakistan 
also admitted in August 1948 that Azad Kashmir forces were under the operational 
control of Pakistan army. 4 This changed the nature of the issue. India exploited the 
situation to its advantage. 

The UN Commission, after prolonged negotiations secured agreement of 
the parties to what are known as the UN Resolutions of 13 August, 1948 and 5 January, 
1949. It provided for a ceasefire which went into effect on 1st January, 1949. It proved 
fatal to the Kashmir problem. Sir Zafarullah’s unusually lengthy speeches in the UN 
made the issue further complicated. Pakistan got bogged down in textual battles with 
India over demilitarization proposals losing sight of the primary objective which was 
that of the induction of the Plebiscite Administrator into office. 

Mian Iftikharuddin, a veteran Muslim leaguer, in a speech in the Constituent 
Assembly of Pakistan on 5 October, 1950 criticized Zafarullah’s role in a very lucid 
and impressive manner: 

"Don’t we clearly see that their (American and British Imperialists) stile 
interest is to maintain their hold over the peoples of the Bast whom they cannot rule 
by old methods, whom they must rule now indirectly through their agents and we have 
lent ourselves consciously or unconsciously our Government has lent itself consciously 
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or unconsciously to be their agents. That is the role we have played on this question. 
Sir, you just think of man I am just saying that and I am not opposing any individual 
and so long as the policy of the Government would remain what it has been obviously 
the best man will go and prove himself to be a failure but this shows the symbolic 
appearance of the mind and the intention and intensity of the feelings of the Pakistan 
Government. What I mean is that Sir Zafarullah may be an able lawyer of thirty years 
or forty years standing and a confirmed believer in British Raj - more loyal than the 
King himself in whose thirty years not on one moment he did think it necessary to get 
up and ask for freedom of this country. He helped the British Government throughout 
his life. That person could go and speak, if he gets money, on behalf of Bahawalpur 
or Bhopal or on behalf of the Indian Government, he would go and represent as a 
diplomatic representative of the Indian Government, if he is paid as he did in China 
and similarly he is representing Pakistan Government as he is being paid to do so. He 
would even go and represent the United Indian Government, if Heaven forbid that 
State comes into being tomorrow, if the Government pays him to do so. That person 
we have sent to safeguard our interests because that is the best lawyer that we could 
get. That very lawyer represented us on the question of boundaries and we know what 
Radcliffe Award was. That very lawyer was the intellectual leader of the hated 
Unionists, the most reactionary element and the ugliest element in politics that this 
sub-continent has produced. That person cannot feel the throb of freedom of the 
people of Kashmir. He cannot fight for them. He can only do hair splitting. That person 
cannot give a policy. 

Sir, that is the proof that person must be faithful to British interests. His 
object is to prolong the discussion, prolong the whole affairs, so that both India and 
Pakistan may look up to Britain and America for help. Our worthy Minister is more 
an agent of the British than of the American. However, that is besides the point. The 
thing is this that this policy has not given us Kashmir." 1 

Furqan Battalion: In June, 1948 Mirza Mahmud set up Furqan Battalion to axe his 
grind in Kashmir affairs. In a special session of Majlis-i-Shoora, he announced that he 
had been persuaded by some military officers to send at least a platoon on’Jammu 
front to take part in Kashmir war. Under the command of Mirza Mubarak Ahmad, a 
platoon of 45 Ahmadis, after receiving instructions from M.M Ahmad, then Deputy 
Commissioner Sialkot moved to MirajKay to light on the Jammu front. The Govern- 
ment of Pakistan, claims a Qadiani weekly paper Lahore, itself requested Mirza 
Mahmud to send a Battalion on Kashmir front. An Organizing Committee under 
Mirza Nasir Ahmad (Fatehuddin) was set up which recruited Qadiani volunteers and 
by June, 1948 the Furqan Battalion, under the command of Col(Retd) Sardar 
Muhammad Hayat Qaisarani was formed which stationed at Sarai Alamgir near 
Jhelum. After Qaisarani, Mirza Mubarak Ahmad became its commander. The Furqan 
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camp was named Zubair and the commanding officer was called ‘Alam Kabab’, (a 
name revealed to Mirza Ghulam Ahmad for the future Muslih Maud.Mirza Mahmud 
claimed that ‘office’ in 1944). Besides Col Qaisarani, Maj Waqi-uz-Zaman (Second in 
Command), Major Hameed Ahmad Kaleem, Major Abdul Hamid, Major Abdullah 
Mahar and Cap. Naimatullah Sharif occupied important positions in the Battalion. 

The Battalion advanced from Baghsar front to the Valley of Saadabad on 
10 July, 1948 and occupied a portion of it about 2 miles wide and 5 miles long when 
the ceasefire took place. Nine Qadianis were killed during Kashmir war. 1 As the war 
was going on, Mirza Mahmud summoned some influential Qadianis to Lahore to start 
a movement inside the Valley. Khalifa Abdul Manan, the son of Khalifa Abdul Rahim 
Qadiani, a former Home Secretary to the Mahuraja of Kashmir and an engineer by 
profession was called to Lahore and advised to contact some one in the Valley to help 
in the execution of the Qadiani Plan. He states: 

He (Mirza) then said : ‘l want a reliable person from the Valley who should 
be available for operation on the fighting line to’... i(Mannan) at once said : yes, Your 
Holiness! I have one in mind, but he is presently in Srinagar "Can he come"? He 
inquired and 1 said ‘yes’, "but I have no means to communicate with him." 'You write 
him and give me the letter.’ I wrote, the message reached him in Srinagar, he left in 
disguise immediately. He was under orders of arrest from the Emergency Administra- 
tion. He. reached Lahore within a few days, presented himself at Rattan Bagh and 
started the assigned work and continued to work for years and years." 2 

Furqan Force concentrated its activities mostly in the Saadabad Valley 
Sector. It was a spy rather than a fighting force. The leaders of the Muslim Conference 
expressed their apprehensions on the Qadiani involvement in Kashmir affairs. Sardar 
Aftab Ahmad, General Secretary, Muslim Conference condemned the Qadiani role 
in Kashmir war and held them responsible for spying and playing an Imperialist in 
spired game. 3 

Mirza Mahmud, in his address dated 27 December, 1950 states: ‘Sardar 
Aftab Ahmad, General Secretary Muslim Conference Kashmir has alleged that 
Ahmadis had sent the Furqan Force to fight in Kashmir as a part of a conspiracy. They 
leaked secret reports to the Indian Army. On the basis of their reports the enemy war 
planes bombarded Pakistan’s strategic positions. All the leading newspapers of the 
Punjab carried his statement. We made a complaint to the Government stating ‘Why 
did Government allow us to remain in Kashmir for two years’? The Government asked 
Sardar Aftab to retract and the Ministry of Kashmir prepared a draft statement and 
sent it to Karachi to contradict his earlier statement. But Sardar Aftab’s statement 
appeared in a distorted form only in the least circulated daily Tomir, Rawalpindi. After 
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sometimes in November, 1950 Sardar Aftab repeated, the same allegations on the 
arrival of Sir Owen Dixon mission in Pakistan as mediator on Kashmir question 
although the volunteer forces had been withdrawn from Kashmir by that time.’ 1 

The Furqan Bn was disbanded on 17 June, 1950. Brig K.M.Sheikh of Pak 
Army read out the message of Gen Graeey, C-in-C of the Bn to the Furqan Force in a 
ceremony held for that special purpose: 

Graeey paid a glowing tribute to Furqan Battalion in his message dated 17 
June, 1950. The text of the message to the Battalion from the notorious General Sir 
Douglas Graeey, K.C.I.E.C.B.E., M.C., Commander iri Chief (Furqan Battalion) is 
given below : 

"Your offer to provide avolunteer force in the fight for liberation ofKashmir 
in June, 1948 was gratefully accepted, and the Furqan Bn came into being. After a 
short period of training during the summer of 1948, you were soon ready to take your 
place in the field. In September, 1948 you were placed under Commander MALF. 

Your Bn was composed entirely of volunteers who came from all walks of 
life, young peasants, students, teachers, men in business, they were all imbued with the 
spirit of service for Pakistan; you accepted no renumeration, and no publicity for the 
self sacrifice for which you ali volunteered. Yours was a noble cause. 

You impressed us all with your keenness to learn, and the enthusiasm you 
brought with you. You and your officers soon got over many difficulties that face a 
young unit. 

In Kashmir you were allotted an important sector, and very soon you justified 
the reliance placed on you and you nobly acquitted yourself in. battle against heavy 
enemy* ground and air attacks, with not losing a single inch of ground. 

Your conduct both individual and collective and your discipline have been 
of a very high order, 

As your mission is over and your Bn is under orders to disband. I wish to 
thank every one of you for the services you have rendered to your country. Khuda 
Hafiz." 2 

Baluchistan: Mirza Mahmud made no secret of his political motives after his arrival 
in Pakistan. On 22 July, 1948 he visited Baluchistan on a political mission where a 
secret Independent Baluchistan movement was going on with the British backings. He 
declared to turn Baluchistan into a Qadiani province so that it could serve as a base 
for further infiltration into territories of Pakistan. 

It may be of interest to know that the Greater Baluchistan Scheme was 
prepared during the Second World War by proAxis elements. Hilter desired to reach 
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India to inflict a heavy blow on British Imperialism. After formation of the INA by 
Babu Subash Bose, Germany strongly felt the need to reach Baluchistan through Iraq 
and the Persian Gulf. The plan was prepared in the State of Kalat. A book on Greater 
Baluchistan Plan was also published. The British confiscated all copies of the book in 
1942. 1 

With the end of the Second War, the British took keen interest in Baluchistan 
affairs for its strategic importance as it could prove a bulwark against Russian 
expansionism. They encouraged independent Baluchistan elements. The political 
Agent of Quetta D.Y.Fell, and the Congress party were involved in a conspiracy in 
Baluchistan. 2 Khan of Kalat was assured all British help including recognition of the 
independent status of the state like that of Nepal. The British troops could station for 
fifty years as they had been in Egypt. To carry out this plan Col. Sir Jaffery Prior, the 
A.G.G. of Baluchistan visited Kalat to deliver Lord Mountbatten’s message to the 
Khan. It was proposed that an All Baluchistan Conference should be convened to get 
support for the Independent Baluchistan Plan. The Khan conveyed the plan to the 
Quaid. He immediately took up the matter with Mountbatlen. Lord Mountbatten sent 
the following secret message to Jaffery: 

‘Stop Ba.luch Conference. Khan Kalat Most untrustworthly.’ 3 4 

At the time of Partition, Khan Kalat again hobnobbed with the British to 
secure an independent status for Baluchistan. The Shahi Jirga of Baluchistan had 
already decided to join Pakistan in the end of June, 1947 but the question of the merger 
of Kalat State was still unresolved. On 19 December, 1947 the Foreign Minister of 
Kalat D.YFell, in reply to a question in Dewan-i-Aam stated that despite all efforts 
no agreement had been reached with Pakistan regarding the annexation of the State. 
The agreement related to the future relationsbetween them. The Kalat State proposed 
to surrender the control of means of communications and foreign affairs to Pakistan 
but Pakistan insisted on unconditional annexation of the State, and encouraged the 
rulers of Makran and Lasbella to challenge the suzerainty -of Kalat State. 

W. Wilcox gives the following version of the annexation of Kalat State: Khan 
Kalat had employed Englishmen a few days before Pakistan to command his army and 
serve him as Foreign Minister. On 12 August, 1947 the New York Times reported that 
‘Pakistan recognized Kalat as an independent sovereign state with the status different 
from that of the Indian States.’ The next day the Times printed a map of Kalat and 
Makran as independent states. On 15 August, the Khan proclaimed Kalat inde- 
pendent. Douglas Fell, the Foreign Ministerlooked for help from the British to 
maintain the independent status of the State and the Khan’s brother and uncle'sought 
aid from Kabul. 
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In January, 1948 Liaqat Ali Khan met Kalat Defence Minister in Peshawar. 
The Qu aid saw the Khan and other sardars when he travelled to Stbi to address 
Shahijirga. On 25 February, the Kalat National party sponsored a ‘non accession bill’ 
in Awan-i-Aam (Lower House) and Fell left for London in search of support. Dawn , 
Karachi carried the following banner line : ‘The Khan of Kalat has direct treaty 
relations with the British.’ 1 Consequently Pakistan decided to move its army into 
Baluchistan and recognized the accession of Makran, Kharan and Lasbella thereby 
isolating Kalat from the sea and the Iranian border. Khan of Kalat announced his 
decision to join Pakistan unconditionally on 27 March, 1948. 

After the Kalat’s accession. Prince Karim, a relative of the Khan was 
dismissed from the governorship of Makran. He escaped to Afghanistan to recruit a 
tribal army for fighting against Pakistan army. Fell and Anderson supported the rebel 
leader and got financial support from Khan of Kalat. On 16 June, Karim and other 
rebels were arrested by the Pakistan Army. 2 Khan of Kalat in his autobiography calls 
the Agent to the Governor General, Foreign Minister and Col. S.B.Shah as black 
sheep who opposed to the idea of Kalat’s merger with Pakistan. 3 

Against this political background one can fully assess the nature of Mirza 
Mahmud’s visit to Quetta in July, 1948 and his utterance regarding establishment of 
an Ahmadya state in Baluchistan: 

The entire population of British Baluchixtan-nowcalled Pak Baluchistan-is 
about five to six lakhs. Although the population of this Province is less than that of 
others it has an importance of its own as a unit has the same value in a state as an 
individual has in a society. To illustrate one may refer to the Constitution of America. 
In America every state is represented by an equal number of members in the Senate 
irrespective of its population which may be one crore or ten crores. In short, although 
the population of Pak Baluchistan is only 5-6 lakhs or 1 1 lakhs including the States, it 
has its importance as a unit. It is difficult to convert a big population to Ahmadyat but 
it is easy to convert a small population. If, therefore, the community pays full attention 
to this programme this province can be converted over to Ahmadyat in a veiy short 
time. Remember; our missionary work can never succeed unless we have a strong base. 
A strong base is a prerequisite for Tabligh (Propagation of ideas). Therefore, you 
should first of all riy to make your base strong. Have a base of your own somewhere. 
Let it be any where. If we convert the whole of this province to Ahmadyat, we shall 
be in a position to call at least one province as our own. And this can be done very 
easily. 4 
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Mirza Mahmud's Testimony: Munir Committee (1954) asked the following questions 
to Mirza Bashiruddin Mahmud Ahmad (MBMA) regarding the establishment of a 
Qadiani state in Baluchistan : 

Question : Have you delivered the speech in your Friday address in Quetta (Exhibit DE 
324) which appeared in 13 August, 1948 issue ofAlfazl? 

MBMA : Yes, please ! 

Question : When you said the following words in your speech what did you intend to 
convey by it ? ‘Remember, our missionary wotk can never succeed unless we haw a strong 
base. A strong base is a prerequisite for Tabligh (propagation of ideas). ' 

MBMA : These wtxxls are self-explanatory. 

Question : When you said: ‘If convert the whole of this province to call at least one 
province as our own. What did you mean by it?’ 

MBMA : Them were two reasons for it: 

i) The grandfather of the present Nawab of Kalat was an Ahmadi. 1 
ii) Baluchistan is a small province. 

Question : Did you say the following words in your Friday addivss which appeared in 
Alfazl dated 22 October, 1948 (Ex D. E.210) ? 

"I know that now this province can not escape from our hands, it will fall 
prey to us. Even if all the nations of world unite they cannot snatch this area away 
from us.» 

MBMA : Yes please!. But this should not be taken in its literal sense. I referred to the 
future. I only wanted to say that since an Ahmadi officer H>ar killed them, this province 
would sum to be an Ahmadya one . 

Munir Report records; ‘Reliance has also been placed in this connection on Mirza 
Bashimddin Mahmud Ahmad’s speech in Quetta, published in the Alfazl of 13 August, 
1948, in which he appealed to his Community to intensify their propaganda in 
Baluchistan, so that province may become a base for future operations and on his 
address at the Annual Meeting of Sadre Anjuman Ahmadya, Rabwah during the 
Christmas of 1951 which was published in the Alfazl of 16 January, 1952 in the course 
of which he made an impassioned appeal to his followers to accelerate and intensify 
their proselytising activities so that persons who had hitherto been unbelievers may 
fall into the fold of Ahmadyat by the end of 1952. 
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The address published in th eAlfazi of 11 January, 1952 in which Ahmadis 
were persuaded not to concentrate in one department, namely the army, but to 
disperse in all other departments, has also been referred to as well as several reports 
submitted by Ahmadi Government officers or officials to the headquarters of the 
results of their tabligh.’ 1 

Pindi Conspiracy Case: On the midnight of 9 March, 1951 Major General Akbar 
Khan, Chief of the General Staff, Pakistan Army, Brig. M.A.Latif, and some civilians 
were arrested on the charge of hatching a conspiracy to create commotion in the 
country by violent means and to overthrow the then existing Government of which 
the late Liaqat Ali Khan was Prime Minister. Major General Nazir Ahmad Qadiani, 
a close relative of Sir Zafarullah was at the Imperial Defence College in London on 
a training course from where he was brought back and was arrested. 

From a Socialist’s point of view, ‘The Rawalpindi 'Conspiracy' was bungled 
from the very start. The mastermind was Maj Gen Akbar Khan, Chief of Staff of the 
Pakistan Army. Akbar had fought in the war to liberate Kashmir and felt that he had 
been betrayed by the political leadership. He was considered to be progressive, a 
pro-Nasserite army radical, and the officers who supported him were a mixed bag 
ranging from neo Fascit to national chauvinists. The tiny Communist Party of Pakistan 
(CPP) also got embroiled in this mess. Sajjad Zaheer told me that he had met Akbar 
at a cocktail party and the general had broached the subject and ‘requested help’ to 
draft manifestoes and a possible plan of action. The CPP leadership accepted the offer 
and participated in various meetings with army officers. Eventually it was decided to 
shelve the plan for some time, but a conspirator, fearing that the truth might be 
revealed at a later stage, turned informer and the ‘conspiracy’ was unveiled. The army 
officers and Communist leaders were arrested.’ 2 

The interpretation that since the Pakistan army was cheated out of victory 
by the ceasefire in Kashmir 3 they made a plan to overthrow the Government is not 
generally accepted. Zafarullah Poshni and Air Commodore Janjua who themselves 
were involved in the conspiracy case, call it a myth. The real motive, says Zafarullah 
Poshni, was to change the Government which was a ‘corrupt, nepotism-ridden, 
inefficient and weak-kneed bunch of characters totally subservient to British Ira' 
perialist domination.' 4 BrigSadeeq Khan, another accomplice in the Pindi Conspiracy 
case reveals that Sir Zafarullah gave a ceasefire signal in the Security Council precisely 
at the time (January, 1949) when India had got some strategic gains in Kashmir. We 
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accepted the ceasefire without getting any political advantages out of our successes in 
the war. He states that Sikander Mirza opposed Liaqat. He wanted to see Ayub Khan 
in C-in-C uniform. They were good friends. Through Ayub Khan’s military influence, 
he thought to attain power by removing his opponents from the way . 1 

There is another plausible version of conspiracy which proves it a British in 
spired 2 rather than a pro-Soviet plot : 

i) Qadianis, being the stooges of the British Imperialism and their 
stakes in the affairs in the event of a successful coup that the 
military officers were not Communists; they could not have been 
any thing but pro-British. 

ii) Of the Communist Party of British India, like other colonial 
British parties, had generally been an extension of British political 
indifference and not ‘made in Moscow.’ Moreover, the British 
intelligence had always had a certain presence within the party 
itself . 3 

iii) A Soviet connected plot would appear to be highly stupid at a 
time when Liaqat Ali was known to be trying to distance himself 
from both Britain and the US. He had told the British that 
Pakistan should not be taken for granted. He had declined all 
offers and pressures to enter the socalled Middle East Defence 
Organization being then vigorously put forth by the US. On the 
other hand, the removal of Liaqat Ali had the effect of drawing 
in Pakistan closer and closer into a system of western alliances 
from which it has neither benefited nor been able to detach itself 
effectively . 4 

All this had us to believe that it was a British-inspired plot and Qadianis 
wer e definitely involved in it. Subsequent events further confirm our belief. 

Liaqat’s Assassination: Within a span of four years Liaqat Ali Khan came to know 
of Qadiani prophecies and utterances regarding the creation of an Ahmadya State in 
Kashmir and Baluchistan. In the wake of their policy and aspirations for a united 
India he ordered the creation of a Special Intelligence Cell to prepare a list of Qadianis 
in sensitive positions and to keep an eye on their activities.' The same year saw the 
discovery of a military officers plot (Pindi Conspiracy Case) to overthrow the Govem- 
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ment. In the foUowing year Liaqat was assassinated in broad day light. The assassin 
was killed on the spot and the murder has sinqe remained an unsolved mystery. Liaqat 
was said to have been planning a heavy reshuffle of his Cabinet. 

A Jewish paper, the Jerusalem Post, in its 23 October, 1951 issue wrote an 
interesting editorial on the assassination of Liaqat Ali. It first noted the holding of the 
‘Pan Islamic Conference in Karachi last May (1951) and Liaqat Ali 's agreement ‘to 
the appointment (as its Secretary General) of Aminul Hussaini’ (the late grand Mufti 
of Palestine) and then went on to observe that, it may well be that in doing so he signed 
the bill for his execution.’ 1 What the Past seemed to suggest was that ‘even if he (the 
Mufti) has not been directly involved in Liaqat Ali Khan’s death, nevertheless, the 
support of a man of his caliber has encouraged local Muslim fife brands to put their 
threats into action. 2 However, even if Liaqat Ali has been killed by the Mufti ‘fans', 
th 6 Post could not restrain itself from commenting that the "smooth shuffling following 
the murder was so rapid as to appear readily planned for any emergency.” 3 

Mian Mumtaz Muhammad Khan Daultana made a startling disclosure of 
our history in August, 1983 when he hintedat involvement of Nawab Mushtaq Ahmad 
Gurmani, General Muhammad Ayub Khan, Ghulam Muhammad, Chaudhry Zafarul- 
lah Khan JZafarullah was in Newyork at the time of Liaqat Ali Khan’s assassination] 
and Sardar Bahadur Khan in the assassination of Liaqat Ali. The reason he divulged 
was that Liaqat wanted to nominate Sardar Abdur Rab Nishtar as Deputy Prime 
Minister, take Hussain Shaheed Suharwardy in the Federal Cabinet and bringing 
l.I.Chundrigar as the Governor of Punjab as he had decided to dismiss Ghulam 
Muhammad from the Cabinet. 

As Liaqat decided to make the administrative changes announced at a public 
meeting at Rawalpindi alongwith some other important announcements on 16 Oc- 
tober, 1951 he was shot dead before he could utter a word. Sardar Abdul Rab Nishtar, 
who rushed to Rawalpindi immediately after he heard about the catastrophe, was not 
allowed to enter the room where the so-called Cabinet was in session, although after 
the demise of the Prime Minister there would have been no Cabinet. This was the 
so-called meeting of the Cabinet where the decision to nominate Ghulam Muhammad 
as Governor General and Khawaja Nazimuddin as Prime Minister was taken. He said 
that the entire Muslim League and its Secretary General, Ch. Muhammad Ali were 
supporting Sardar Abdul Rab Nishtar as the next Prime Minister but the League view 
was not honoured which was the first setback to the concept of political parties in 
Pakistan. He said that even Sardar Nishtar did not resist as he thought it no fit to 
create any political controversy at that juncture of history. He further disclosed that 
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Liaqat Ali Khan had discussed the inatter of the administrative changes with him being 
the Chief Minister of Punjab on 14 October only two days before his murder 1 
Unrealistic Foreign Policy : Pakistan could not adopt an independent foreign polity 
and remained tied to the Imperialist interests owing to Sir Zafarullah. Pakistan 
relations with the USSR remained tense and cool in early years after our inde- 
pendence. The first move to establish diplomatic relations with Russia was made in 
mid April, 1984 not out pf sincerity but to win the sympathies of western powers on 
Kashmir issue. Zafarullah, in a meeting with the Russian Deputy Foreign Minister, 
Andrei Gromyko in New Y prk proposed to exchange ambassadors. But it had no effect 
on the attitude of Western country because Pakistan nominee to Russia presented his 
credentials in Moscow on 31 December, 1949 and his counterpart from Russia come 
to Pakistan even late in March 1950. Another opportunity to establish relation with 
Russia came when Liaqat Ali was invited by Moscow. He instead professed to visit 
Washington because his influential Foreign Minister was an agent of Imperialism and 
had long been paving way to push Pakistan into western bloc. He was eager to set up 
Ahmadya Missions in Europe and America in accordance with the prophecies of Mirza 
Ghulam Ahmad and his successor Mirza Mahmud. 2 

The secret documents made public in London after the expiry of 30 year 
statutory period reveal that the year (1949) Liaqat Ali Khan was invited to visit the 
Soviet Union, China had gone Red. The Russian invitation caused considerable 
concern in Whitehall and the Commonwealth Relations Office Pakistan Desk was 
inundated with despatches from British envoys, foreign and Pakistan press reports. 
The documents give the year another significance. It was the time when the Common- 
wealth Office had prepared (September, 1949) an appraisal of India’s foreign policy 
which stated its "deep-seated unwillingness to accept the division of the Indian 
subcontinent and a consequent basic hostility to Pakistan.* 3 

The Indian leaders felt attracted to Moscow. Nehru had sent first his lister 
Vijay Laxmi Pandit and, after her, Dr Radhakrishnanas India’s envoy to Kremlin. 
New Delhi seemed unduly upset by the Soviet invitation of June, 1949 to Pakistan 
Prime Minister. They feared that Russians, by treating Pakistan as a leading Muslim 
nation might strive for anew pro-Soviet alignment of Muslim and Arabs through out 
the Middle East. 

Britain’s assessment was that neither Pakistan ;was going over to Communist 
Camp nor the acceptance would materialize. They persuaded Americans to invite 
Liaqat Ali to Washington to lake the sting out of any visit he paid to Moscow. The 
documents reveal that help for Britain’s efforts came from an unexpected quarter. 
Before the Foreign Office could formally approach State Department, Mr. Ghulam 
Muhammad Pakistan’s Finance Minister, while in Washington seems to have taken 
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Che matter out of British hands (by) depressing support for the idea of an invitation 
to Pakistan Prime Minister to visit Washington. The invitation would be extended by 
Assistant Secretary of State, George McGhee when he visited Karachi in December 
1949. The British Embassy in Washington informed the Foreign Office late in 
November on the basis of confidential information from the State Department. 

Documents reveal that Noel-Baker, Secretary of State for Commonwealth 
Relations told Attlee (14 June) to bring a reversion of feeling in Britain’s favour by 
making an over indication regarding ‘current Indian policy towards delay, if not 
obstruction of plebiscite in Kashmir.’ Baker also advised that the Foreign Office 
should approach the State Department to take steps for a majority vote in the UNC1P 
for securing an acceptance of arbitral procedure in the Kashmir dispute. This was 
subsequently done, the documents say. 

'The Moscow visit did not take place. Why? The then Pakistan Foreign 
Minister, Sir Zafarullah Khan, had made clear at an American Embassy reception in 
Karachi that Pakistan was quite ready to leave the next move to the Russians, Sir 
Graffety Smith (the British High Commissioner in Pakistan) reported on July 21 to 
London. He quoted Sir Zafarullah as saying they have asked us, we have accepted. 
The next move is up to them. Which move the Russians obviously did not make. J 
Korean War: Pakistan, being an ally of America, fully supported the US policy on the 
Korean crisis and was even willing to offer a brigade of Pakistani troops which the 
United States had offered to equip with modern weapons. Further Pakistan not only 
signed the Japanese Peace Treaty, but also provided full support to it from the floor 
of the Conference. Pakistan’s unequivocal support at a critical juncture left a deep 
impression on the minds of Americans. 2 Two years later Dulles, as Secretary of State, 
supporting Pakistan’s request for the supply of wheat, recalled that at the time of 
Japanese Peace Treaty, the Soviet Union tried to portrary the treaty as being imposed 
upon Japan by a few Western powers headed by the US, and that "at that juncture 
Pakistan furnished a leadership which brought to that Conference a substantial 
number of Asian countries." 3 

China: Pakistan voted in favour of the representation to the People’s Republic of 
China in the UN in 1950, but there after up to 1960 voted for the US sponsored 
resolutions for the posponement of the question of China’s seat in the UN. 4 Mirza 
Mahmud, in his covert language of revelation and dream, states that he saw the 
Government of Pakistan had paid a glowing tribute to Zafarullah Khan in a statement 
which had established the international position of Pakistan. It was becoming evident 
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that in the UN or British or American circles India was likly to gain importance as a 
result of its likely service to check the Russian influence in China but at that time 
Zafarullah Khan offered his services and explained that Pakistan could also render 
this service. 1 

Muslim States: Pakistan served actively in the cause of independence of Indonesia, 
Libya, Eritrea and Somaliland, but none of these nations had any ties with Pakistan 
other than the cultural. 2 The relations with other Muslim States were also deplorable 
due to our pro-British stance. ‘When Iran, then Egypt and then Iraq exploded against 
Britain in the summer and autumn of 1951, Pakistan found itself in an embarrassing 
situation. It had a policy of close friendship with these countries; at the sametimes 
their immediate actions were prejudicial to its interests. Iran's abrogation of Britain’s 
oil rights threatened Pakistan’s essential oil supply. Egypt’s efforts at that timetobreak 
the treaty concerning the Suez Canal could have interfered with the flow of trade to 
Pakistan from the West. Further Pakistan wanted British support in the UN in its 
quarrel with India. Hence it tried to soothe both sides.’ 3 

On 16 October, 1951 the Egyptian Parliament approved the unilateral 
abrogation of Anglo-Egyptian Treaty of 1936 and proclaimed Farooq as King. There 
was an exultant mood in Egypt. Newspapers proclaimed ‘King and people break the 
fetters of British Imperialism.’ Anti-British demonstration flared up in Ismailya and 
Port Said and armed clashes occurred between Egyptian guerrilla squads and British 
army between November 1951-January 1952. The Wafd Government was not prepared 
to risk armed combat with British troops. On 27 January, 1952 Martial Law was 
proclaimed and King Farooq dismissed Nahas Government. Four Prime Ministers 
held office in the next six months. On 22 July, 1952 the Free Officers seized power. 4 

In February, 1952 when an anti-British movement was going on in Egypt, 
Zafarullah on his return from London paid a friendly visit to Cairo. It was resented 
by the Egyptian nationalists. They felt that an ‘emissary of British Prime Minister had 
come to persuade King Farooq to maintain hated colonialist status quo over the British 
evacuation of the Suez Canal base.’ 

Zafarullah held meetings with Ali Mehr Pasha, the Prime Minister of Egypt 
and King Farooq. Soon after his arrival, the Mufti of Egypt As-Sheikh Hasnain 
Muhammad Makhlov issued a fatwa in which he exposed Qadiani heresy, condemned 
Zafarullah as Kafir and criticized the past political role played by the Ahmadya 
movement against Islam and the integrity of the Arab states. The Arab press gave it 
a wider publicity which resulted in deterioration of our relations with the lslamicworld. , 
Some Arab countries deplored Pakistan’s pro- West policy and criticized i(:s uh- 
wholesome attitude towards Arab nationalism. Zafarullah, in the capacity of the 



Qadiani Intrigues In Pakistan 302 

Foreign Minister of Pakistan asked the Pakistan Ambassador at Cairo to officially 
protest to Egypt against the fatwa. Prime Minister of Egypt, Najib Hilali took the 
matter to King Farooq and requested him to sign a contradictory statement which he 
refused. Tarikh-i*Ahmadyat says that Hilali tendered his resignation over this issue (28 
June 1952). 1 Mirza Mahmud wrote a letter to the daily A/yum, Cairo to explain the 
Ahmadya beliefs. He clarified Ahmadya prophecy concerning their return to Qadian 
which the paper maintained would, take place after launching an attack on India. He 
requested the Egyptian and Arab press to help in promotion of friendly relations with 
Pakistan. 2 

ZafaruUah claims that he met Anthony Eden, the British Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs and discussed the issue of withdrawal of British forces from the 
Suez. He visited Cairo and London several times to remove intervening difficulties. 
In Cairo, Ambassador Kaffeiy of the United States was eager to help him and his 
assistance proved very valuable. Eden managed to get an appointment for ZafaruUah 
with British Prime Minister Churchill. Before ZafaruUah could call on him, General 
Sir Brian Robertson, Commander of the British forces in Suez held a secret meeting 
with him, General Robertson explained him that the British military presence in Suez 
was as anachronism and they should withdraw. Moreover, the Revolution in Egypt 
was backed by the people and would come to stay. 

ZafaruUah called on British Prime Minister and discussed the issue with him. 
His response was positive. At last an agreement on the withdrawal of British forces 
from Egypt was concluded in conformity with the terms of the agreement made with 
the Egyptian revolutionary authorities. ZafaruUah claims that Gamal Abdul Nasir 
remembered and appreciated his service rendered in this matter. 3 

Britain concluded different agreements with Egypt at different occasions. A 
first agreement laying down general principles was initialled on 27 July, 1954 and a 
final one on 19 October, 1954. It was a boon to the Egyptian forces which were then 
battling for the supremacy against a combined civilian military opposition led by the 
Muslim Brethren (Akhwans). Although it still tied Egypt to a British military alliance 
of sorts, to the general Egyptian public it meant the ultimate triumph over Imperialism 
after nearby 75 years of the physical presence of British troops in the country. The last 
British troops left Port Said on 13 June, and on 18th Jamal Nasir ceremoniously raised 
the Egyptian flag over Navy House there 4 

An Ally of Zionists: ZafaruUah believed that the Zionist State of Israel is a ‘reality 1 
and has come into existence whether we recognize it or not. An interesting letter 
appeared in the Pakistan Times: 


1 . Tarflrtv-i— Ahrrwdyml Vol XVII P.307 
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3. Zafenjilah, Servant ot Goo, P.186 
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"In reply to a question in Karachi recently, Sir Muhammad Zafarullah Khan, 
Pakistan’s Foreign Minister, said that as a realist he had to accept the position that 
whatever one’s own stand in the matter, in actual fact the State of Israel had come 
into existence, This indicates that even Sir Muhammad Zafarullah is prepared to 
accept the logic of fait accompli. The Minister’s provision, whatever one’s own stand 
in the matter , could only thinly disguise his preparedness to wash off hands from any 
territory which may be forcibly snatched away from Muslims ." 1 

In the UN forums, Sir Zafarullah had a chance to discuss varied political 
issues with Israeli envoys. Zionists of India published a monthly journal India and 
Israel from Bombay. Its editor was F.W.PoIlack and H.E.Schablim worked as its 
Assistant Editor. Pollack was a good friend of Mahatma Gandhi. He was also the 
Trade Commissioner of Israel for India and South East Asia. The aim of the paper 
was to promote friendly relations between India and Israel. It published a photograph 
of Sir Zafarullah, Pakistan Foreign Minister with A Aban, Israel's Permanent Repre- 
sentative at the UN. Zafarullah was seen chatting with him in a friendly manner, The 
paper wrote the following lines under their photograph: 

Though diplomatic relations have not yet been established between Israel 
and Pakistan, the United Nations provide a welcome platform for diplomats of both 
countries to exchange views on Asian problems effecting both nations ." 2 
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As stated earlier, the Qadianis shifted their power base from Qadian to 
Rabwah near Sargodha. Rabwah, under the changed circumstances enjoyed a special 
status like the Vatican. It was a "state" within the state, with strong links with 
Imperialism and special links with Zionist Israel. All planning, coordination and 
controlling of Qadiani activities was done from Rabwah No government ever checked 
their political activities in a serious manner due to their influence in Administration. 

As a part of their doctrine, Qadianis penetrated the Muslim rank and file by 
confusing innocent minds through an anti-lslamic exploitation of human weaknesses. 
When Pakistan, in her initial days of independence was striving hard for her existence 
and survival, Qadianis, with the help of the "invisible hands" of Imperialism and 
neocolonialism were making deep thrusts into the bureaucracy, Armed Forces and 
other official and semi-official institutions. After having captured a number of key 
posts in these institutions, they converted or attempted to convert their "subordinates" 
to Qadianism. It was not a purely religious matter between God and man and certainly 
not in line with Quaid-e-Azam’s policy framework. It was a planned, collective "shudhi" 
-like move, an aggression, exploitation and a religious assimilation. The advocates of 
secularism or "broadminded democratic regimes" did not take any notice of such 
aggressive designs. As a result, Qadianis got a free hand to indoctrinate the general 
masses through extensive use of "carrot and stick" methods. They enjoyed tremendous 
political influence to defeat any move and punished any person or organization that 
worked against their wishes and designs . 1 

After the death of Liaqat Ali, Nazimuddin took over the prime ministership 
and Ghulam Muhammad a former civil servant became Governor General of Pakis- 
tan. 'The change in the political leadership came about at a time when after four years 
of existence, political cohesion and emotion had been submerged by realities and 
Pakistan had begun to show signs of restlessness. The constitution was still not framed, 
the Constituent Assembly had become a battleground of factional and regional 
disputes. The Centre and the provinces were at loggerheads, and the provinces were 
fighting among themselves. The economy was in decline because the boom of the 
Korean War had eased, there was ‘shortage’ of food, the dominant Muslim League 
was rapidly losing influence, and politicians were engaged in intrigues and squabbles 
especially in the Punjab. There was tension between the East and West Pakistan and 
a sense of disillusionment prevailed. No real success had been achieved in the 
rehabilitation, Kashmir, and canal water disputes with India continued to cast a 
shadow over Pakistan’s security.’ 


Tha Mumlim Islamabad, 27 May, 1984 
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Dissatisfaction prevailed among the people of Pakistan at the role Mirza 
Mahmud had been playing in the newly created state of Pakistan. They came to know 
that Qadianis were playing the Imperialist game in order to undermine the integrity 
of the State. Qadianis intrigues in Kashmir and Baluchistan and their involvement in 
the Pindi Conspiracy Case helped to know their future political plans. It was also 
believed that Qadianis were in oneway or other responsible for assassination ofLiaqat 
Aii Khan who had come to know about their secret workings and planned a reshuffle 
in his Cabinet. People did not like Zafarullah at all for his past role as a very loyal 
servant of British Imperialism and his perspective on foreign policy. He betrayed the 
Muslim when called upon to plead the League’s case before the BoundaryCommission 
and Kashmir issue before the UN. His useless rhetorics brought nothing but untold 
miseries to Kashmir Muslims and a deadlock over the issue. 

Movement Takes Shape: The anti Ahmadya movement took shape in mid-1948 and 
reached its peak in 1953. An year after the establishment of Pakistan, Mirza Mahmud 
launched a contact campaign in West Pakistan. When he reached Quetta he beared 
the news of killing of one of his disciples, an Army Officer. 1 2 The Muslim Railway 
Employees Association Quetta organized a public meeting on 11 August, 1948. The 
ulema addressed the gathering on the subject of Khatam-i-Nabuwat. Major Mahmud 
Qadiani loitered about the venue in a suspicious manner. The organizers got alarmed 
and caught him before he could manage to whisk away. He was stabbed to death. 

Within a few months time, the ulema of all shades of opinion launched a 
movement against Rabwah.The main theme of their addresseswas that Mirza Ghulam 
Ahmad was a British agent who had been created by the British to disrupt Islamic 
solidarity. The activities of Qadianis in the Islamic state of Pakistan should be checked. 
Before the partition, Mirza Mahmud had told his followers that Pakistan was not going 
to come into existence and that if any such state was created, the Ahm&dis would 
endeavour to re-unite the divided country. Sir Zafarullah was disloyal to the state and 
should be removed; all Ahmadis be removed from key posts. Qadianis should be 
declared a non-Muslim minority. Some ulema took an extreme position. They 
demanded that Qadiani apostates should be stoned to death, a penalty meant for 
renegades. They made a reference to Maulana Shabir Ahmad Usmani’s pamphlet 
Ash Shahaft which he wrote in 1920’s to assert that apostates deserve the penalty of 
death. 

The pioneers of the Khatam-e-Nabuwat movement were mainly the leaders 
of the Majlis-e-Ahrar-i-Islam. The Majlis was politically inclined towards the Congress 
in the pre-Partition days. However on 12 January, 1949, in the Defence Conference at 
jLahore they announced their decision to cease functioning as a political party and to 
continue their future activity as a religious group. In the political matters they 
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2. Maulana Shabir Ahmad, AJ-Shahab. Majli»^Tahafax-M<hatarn-«-^abuwal Lahora, 1953 




Tehrik~Khdttoti-l-Nabuwat 


306 


announced to follow the Muslim League. The Ahrar leaders held several Tabligh 
Conferences in early 1950 to press for the popular demands. Qadianis paid little he6d 
to popular agitation which in certain cases took a sharp turn. Their preachers were 
attacked and the meetings were disrupted. Despite they continued to hold meetings 
in big cities of Pakistan. 

In the Punjab, elections were held in 1951 . The Muslim League won a good 
majority. Against its undertaking to the Ahrars, the league nominated a few candidates 
who were Ahmadis, all of them lost. 1 The Ahrar celebrated the Thanksgiving Day. 

Anjuman Ahmadya, Karachi announced the holding of a public meeting on 
17 to 18 May, 1952. Sir Zafarullah was the main speaker. A few days before the 
meeting, Khawaja Nazimuddin, the Prime Minister of Pakistan expressed his disap- 
proval of Ch. Zafarullah Khan’s intention to attend a sectional public meeting. ‘Ch 
Zafarullah Khan told Khawaja Nazimuddin that he was committed to the Anjuman 
but that if he had been advised earlier he would have refrained from attending the 
meeting. In view of his commitment, he said he felt it his duty to speak at the meeting 
and if the Prime Minister insisted on his not attending it, he could have his resigna- 
tion.’ 2 

Zafarullah, in his speech called ‘Ahmadyat a plant implanted by God 
Himself and that plant had taken root to provide a guarantee for the preservation of 
Islam in fulfilment of the promise contained in the Quran, that if this plant was 
removed, Islam would not longer be a live religion but would be like a dried up tree 
having no demonstrable superiority over other religions.’ 3 4 

Strong resentment was expressed over holding of the meeting and the 
demonstration started in Karachi and the Punjab. 

The national press gave a mixed reaction over the Karachi incident. 
Nevertheless the aggressive nature of Tabligh was greatly resented and led to the 
intensification of the popular anti-Qadiani movement. After Zafarullah’s speech, an 
All Parties Muslim Conference was held at Karachi and four demands were formu- 
lated: Ahmadis be declared a non-Muslim minority; Sir Zafarullah be removed from 
the office of Foreign Minister; Ahmadis be removed from key posts and to achieve 
aforesaid objects an All Pakistan Muslim Parties Convention be called. 
M^jlls-i-Amal: The Conference was presided over by Maulana Syed Suleman Nadvi 
under whose Chairmanship a Board was also constituted which was to make arrange- 
ments for the next meeting of the Convention. A Council consisting of eminent leaders 
was constituted. It included senior members of the Board of Ulema which had been 
appointed to advise the Pakistan Constituent Assembly. The Majlis-i-Amal of the 
ulema was constituted in July, 1952 in order to devise measures to secure acceptance 

1. UKAriz, Party Politic* m Pakistan, Islamabad 1076, P.182 
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of the demands. The ulema also called on Khawaja Nazimuddin, the Prime Minister 
of Pakistan to explain him the seriousness of the Qadiani issue on 3 March, 1950. Qazi 
Ihsan Ahmad Shujaabadi, an Ahrar leader presented him Qadiani literature for 
perusal. Nazimuddin horrified to read it. 1 

The Government was dealing with the issue in a haphazard way trying hard 
to appease ulema by offering a few concessions. Binder analyses Kh. Nazimuddin’s 
attitude towards ulema's demands in the following words : 

"Nazimuddin, though he readily agreed that the Ahmadis were heretics, and 
though he might agree that they were not Muslims, demurred at the thought of 
constitutional excommunication. Although he was convinced that the government 
ought not take action on the Ahmadi issue, Nazimuddin was loath to permit the 
dissaffection of the ulema. So that Prime Minister invited prominent ulema to his 
home, and he discussed the issue at length with them. He hoped the ulema might 
accept concessions on other issues instead. He tried to divide the ulema of Karachi 
and Lahore, and he also tried to exploit the differences between the two ulema 
organizations, and between the Board of Talimat and the extremist ulema. 
Throughout the duration of the controversy. Dawn 2 which staunchly supported 
Nazimuddin, heaped editorial abuse on the ulema slanted its news against them, and 
devoted much space to modernist featutvs." 

In July, 1952 a five-man delegation comprising Allah Ditta, Editor, Alfurrjan, 
Rabwah, Abdul Rahim Dard, Jalal Din Shams, Sheikh Bashir Ahmad Advocate and 
Abdul Rahman Khadam called on Syed Maudoodi at Lahore. He advised the Qadiani 
delegation to accept their noivMuslim status as a natural outcome of their beliefs. The 
Qadiani elders had no other intention except to exploit the visit for their nefarious 
ends. Maulana knew well their malicious intentions. He granted interview only on the 
condition that its proceedings would not be published. 3 

Qadiani delegation then called on Prime Minister Kh. Nazimuddin. Also 
present there were Abdul Rab Nishter, Mushtaq Ahmad Gurmani, and Fazal-ur-Rah- 
man Bengali. Qadiani point of view on Khatam-i-Nabuwat issue and the indications 
of their demands were explained to him. They could not convince the Prirrte Minister. 

Since Qadianis had access to the higher bureaucratic circles, they launched 
a vigorous anti-Ahrar campaign and made all efforts to prove that the Ahrars had a 
questionable political past. They were anti-Pakistan and pro-Congress elements. The 
anti-Ahmadya movement was said to be a political stunt meant to create unrest and 
undo the partition of the sub-continent. On the contrary Qadianis posed themselves 
as a pro-Pakistan group and claimed to have taken part in the independence movement 
and had won the war waged against the Congress and the British. 4 
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As for the burning issue of enforcement of Islamic laws in Pakistan, Qadianis 
believed that under the circumstances prevailing at that time in Pakistan, the enfor- 
cement of Islamic constitution was very difficult as there was no suitable environment 
for it. The ulema had not prepared ground for it. 1 

Mirza Eats his words: To sabotage the Khatanvi-Nabuwat movement, Mirza Mahmud, 
in an interview with the London Daily Mail, declared: ‘I am convinced that the secret 
hand of India is at the back of the present anti-Ahmadya agitation. He said to have 
positive proof in his possession and would be prepared to put it before the proper 
authorities at the proper time.* 2 

When it was strongly demanded that he should make the ‘positive proof 
public, he, instead of giving any proof, which he certainly could not; issued a 
clarification to the Civil and Military Gazette, Lahore: 

‘In your issue of (22nd July 1952) a report of an interview with me has been 
published. The interviewer Mian Muhammad Shafi (Meem Sheen) is a very ex- 
perienced and honest person. He has somehow taken the impression that we are 
already in possession of definite proof of the Ahrar getting help from India. What I 
mean to say was that I have been informed by certain persons that they possessed 
some proof about the Ahrar getting help from the other side of the border but that 1 
have no power to finally verify it. I also said that we too had some important clues as 
to some of the Ahrar workers receiving help from certain Indian parties and that we 
were following up these clues. 1 added that when we reached some definite conclusions 
we would put them before the proper authorities at the proper time. It seems that 
unfortunately I could not express myself clearly on the point and the two things got 
intermixed with each other.’ 3 

Qadinn got Exposed: The anti-Ahmadya movement rapidly gained momentum. 
Demonstrations and meetings were held and processions were taken out all over the 
country in support of popular demands. The Government took coercive measures to 
crush the agitation but failed. In the Punjab, Daultana Ministry was badly shaken when 
the Majlis-i-Amal organized direct action and a notice was delivered to the Prime 
Minister with a deadline to accept the demands. Jamat-i-lslami was taking all possible 
steps in favour of these demands, 4 although it was mostly concerned with constitu- 
tional issues of that time and had been demanding an enforcement of Islamic 
constitution since early 1952. With the framing and implementation of the Islamic 
constitution, the Qadiani issue was likely to be solved automatically. Maulana 
Maudoodi did not want the Qadiani agitation to over shadow his efforts for an Islamic 
constitution. 5 
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To explain the rationale and need of Muslim demands, Maulana Maudoodi 
wrote a pamphlet: The Qadiani Problem. He exposed religo-political aims of Ahmadya 
movement in a lucid way. It was widely upheld for its well-reasoned and cogent 
arguments. Lahore chapter of Qadiani Jainat made an absurd attempt to answer the 
vital issues discussed in it 1 which back-fired. 

Maulana Maudoodi explained that the Qadiani problem had arisen not 
because the Muslims in some fit of orthodoxy or fanaticism wanted to 'excommunicate’ 
any group of people. Its origin, on the other hand, was traced to the claims of Mirza 
Ghulam Ahmad of messiahship and prophethood, and as a consequence branding 
those who did not believe in him to be Kafir and outside the pale of his Islam. On the 
basis of writings of Mirza Ghulam Ahmad and his followers he proved that Ahmadism 
is a separate religion and Ahmadis are Imperialist stooges and spies commissioned to 
defuse Muslim resistance to infidel over rule. Through out its existence its main object 
has been to promote Imperialist interests. Now they have been working to promote 
Imperialist power in Pakistan. Dr Iqbal rightly asked the British to declare Qadianis 
as separate community in 1935. They ‘while pursuing a policy of separation in religious 
and social matters were, however, anxious to remain politically within the fold of Islam’ 
because of ‘the political advantages in the spheres of Government services which 
accrue to them by remaining within the fold.’ 

Maulana added: ‘The demand for Sir Zafarullah Khan’s removal from office 
not only originates from the doctrine that no non-Muslim should hold the office of a 
Minister in an Islamic state, but is also based on the fact that Sir Zafarullah Khan had 
always misused his official position to promote and strengthen the Qadiani movement. 
Before the partition of India and after the establishment of Pakistan he has even more 
actively engaged in taking undue advantage of his position as State Minister to 
promote the interests of Qadianism. His official position is, therefore, a permanent 
cause of complaint for the M usLims. We are told that but for the position of Zafarullah 
Khan in the State Cabinet, America would not have given Pakistan a grain of wheat. 2 
I say if it is really so, the matter becomes even more serious. This clearly implies that 
an American agent presides over Foreign Affairs Department and our foreign policy 
has been pawned for ten lakh tons of grain. Under this circumstance, we must rather 
press for the removal of Zafarullah Khan from office than make the Qadiani 


1 . Jamal Ahmadya Lahore, Qadiani Masla Ka Jawab.Tariq Printing Agency Lahore, 1 953 
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movement the basis of our demand, in order to break the shackles of political slavery 
to America.’ 1 

Martial Law: By early March, the mass movement spread rapidly rendering the Civil 
Government almost unworkable in Lahore. 2 All leading ulema were arrested and put 
behind the bar. It was at this crucial time that PunjabChief MinisterMumtaz Daultana 
issued a statement virtually capitulating to the main demands that the Qadiani 
Community should be declared a non-Muslim minority and Qadiani leader like 
Zafarullah should be dismissed. It proved a bombshell for Qadianis, although Justice 
Munir calls it, ‘A piece of mere Machiavellianism.’ The same day 6 March, 1953 
Martial Law was declared in the Punjab and the army was called in to crush the 
movement. It remaind in force until May, 1953. 

Sir Zafarullah claims that he told Nazimuddin that he was willing to tender 
resignation if it helped him in anyway but he did not agree. He then went to the USA 
to attend the UN Session where he received a telegram from Nazimuddin that he 
should not come to Pakistan before the Direct Action Day. I.I. Chundrigar, the 
Governor of the Punjab and Daultana, the Chief Minister anticipated a fast deteriora- 
tion of situation to the extent of lawlessness. The Governor phoned the Chief Minister 
that the situation in Lahore had deteriorated to such an extent that many public 
institutions had gone under the control of the people. The Cabinet asked Sikandar 
Mirza, the Secretary Defence to make an immediate contact with General Azam Khan 
to inquire from him if he could restore law and order in the city. He informed that he 
could do it in an hour’s time, if directed. So he did. 3 

What the notorious Sikandar Mirza did in imposition of Martial Law is quite 
strange. He gave orders to GOC General Azam to impose Martial Law without due 
authorization of the Prime Minister and the Central Cabinet which was in session at 
that time, 6 March, 1953. When the military action started it was difficult to stop it. 

Qadianis played a heinous role during the Khatam-e-Nabuwat movement. 4 
They spent thousands of rupees to buy over some unscrupulous journalists, civil 
servants, lawyers and secular elements to launch a counter offensive against the 
popular movement. 5 The Imperialist powers fully backed them through their influen- 
tial hoodlums operating in the bureaucracy of Pakistan. The Zionist lobby and the 
Jewish-confrolled foreign press strongly favoured the Ahmadya point of view and 
expressed much sympathies with them. Zafarullah exerted strong pressure on Pakistan 
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hierarchy through his foreign masters for ruthless suppression of the anti-Qadianis 
mass movement. 

After the declaration of Martial Law, Military Courts were set up and the 
city was placed under military administration. Many leaders were arrested including 
Maulana Maudoodi, Amir Jamat Islami. Syed Maudoodi and Maulana Abdul Sattar 
Niazi were tried before Military Courts and sentenced to death. Here again the Martial 
Law authorities over-stepped their charier which was the restoration of law and order 
only. The whole nation condemned it. The action was also resented by the Prime 
Minister. It also brought a sharp reaction from the Arah World. The Governor 
General of Pakistan was forced to commute the sentences to imprisonment for life. 
Syed did not apply for mercy and remained contended with his fate. 

Mirza Nasir Ahmad, Principal T.I. College Rabwah, Mirza Sharif Ahmad, 
and 8 others were arrested on 1st April, 1953 on the charge of violation and 
infringement of Martial law Orders and Regulations but were released on 28th May, 
1953. Law enforcing agencies raided Rabwah to recover armsand ammunition. 1 Mirza 
Mahmud was not a naive to store arms and ammunition in Rabwah. He was playing 
a different game. 

Brigadier (Retd) A.R.Siddiqi has aptly analysed the events of 1953 Martial 
Law and raised some pertinent questions on it. This has now been clear that Sikandar 
Mirza himself gave the order to GOC, General Azam to impose Martial law without 
due authorization of the Prime Minister. Further the sole aim of the Martial Law was 
to restore law and order in the Punjab. This was achieved within a fortnight after its 
imposition on 6 March 1953. Despite it persisted until 17 May obviously to achieve 
some other political motives which included the dismissal of the Prime Minister and 
to tackle the situation arising out of it. 

The Martial Law Administration clearly overstepped its authority. The press 
was muzzled. Strict pre-censorship was imposed and several papers were banned and 
their editors jailed. It was not still clear why Martial Law extended its dragent to 
include every thing from character building, social and educational reforms to 
everyday hygiene and sanitation? During the military action a number of junior officers 
were found involved in the cases of misbehaviour and misuse of their authority. Those 
were either ignored or allowed to get away with light reprimand warning. 

The award of death sentence by the military courts to Syed Maudoodi and 
Maulana Sattar Niazi was over and above the charter of Martial Law. "It was a 
condemnable act committed without the lawful authority with utter horror 'of the 
nation and disgust of the Prime Minister. The Military for the first time had the ‘sweet’ 
taste of civil administration. It also came to know its importance in case of a national 
crisis and felt eager to play their due role in the national politics and affairs. 2 
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The Martial Law Administration had a source of inspiration in the person 
of the then Chief of General Staff, Major General Ahya uddin, a diehard Qadiani. He 
was in favour of the use of naked force to crush the movement. He wanted to dear 
the agitators from Wazir Khan Mosque, Lahore where they had shut them up, with a 
suitable military action. The plan was, subsequently dropped due to its wider political 
repercussions. Major General Ahyauddin had a very narrow outlook in national 
affairs. His main concern was to save Ahmadya community at all costs. 1 
Court of Inquiry: A Court of Enquiry was set up to investigate reasons of the Punjab 
disturbances. Chief Justice Muhammad Munir, in collaboration with another Judge 
Mr. Justice'Rustam Kayani composed his infamous report. Mirza Mahmud appeared 
before the Court of Enquiry from 13-15 January, 1954 and recorded his testimony. 2 
Earlier a written statement was submitted to the Court on 2 July, 1953 on behalf of 
Sadre Anjuman Ahmadya 3 explaining the Qadiani point of view on religious and 
political issues. The court also framed seven questions on the main differences 
between Qadianis and Muslims. Counsels of the Sadre Anjuman Ahmadya, Rabwah 
submitted their replies to the Court on 29 August, 1953. 4 

In his testimony to the Court, Mirza Mahmud made a shameless and clever 
attempt to hide the real position and the nature of Ahmadya beliefs behind the 
deception of crooked and false explanations to deceive the Court. Since assumption 
of Qadiani ‘gaddi’ in 1914, he had unequivocally insisted that Mirza Ghulam Ahmad 
was a real prophet like that of Moses, Ibraham, etc., non Ahmadis were kafir and out 
of the pale of Islam, an Ahmadi could neither join daily prayers with Muslims nor 
offer their funeral prayer, Ahmad is the name of Mirza Ghulam Ahmad given in the 
Quran, etc. 5 But before the Court, he adopted a different posture, a conciliatory 
attitude to deceive the judges. People deplored his attitude. He stooped too low and 
took the position which had been held by Lahore Section of Ahmadya Community. 6 
No one from Qadian Jamat dared to ask this unscrupulous ‘Maud’ about his volte face. 
In short, ‘Mirza Mahmud retracted from many of his boastful and wrong stands, much 
to the chagrin of his followers and delight of his opponents,’ comments a Lahori 
Ahmadi. 7 

Maulana Maudoodi, in his second statement to the Court of Enquiry, 
criticized Mirza Mahmud’s statement. He observed : ‘I have gone through this 
statement carefully. It is my considered opinion that this statement does not alter the 
existing position even to the slightest degree. Despite this statement, the causes which 
lie at the root of dispute and difference and which have so far embittered the relations 
between the two communities are unaffected. In this statement, the Qadianis have 

1 . Major General (Reid) Umrao Khan, Aik Jamal! Kee Sarguztaht, Lahore 1685, P.92 

2. Imam Jamal Ahmadya'* Statement In the Court ol Enquiry, Saeed Art Press, Hyderabad, Sind 

3. Mirza Mahmud Ahmad, Islamic Ideology, A1 Shlrka-tuWslamia, Rabwah, 1954 

4. Reply to Seven Questions ot the Court ol Enquiry, Darul Tajlid, Lahore 

5. See Mirza Mahmud's books- The Truth About the Split, Barkal-e-Khletal, Aiana Sadaqat, Haqiqat-i-Nwbuwai 
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made a clever attempt to hide their real position behind the deception of crooked 
explanations with a two fold purpose. Firstly, they have tried todeceive the Court, in 
that it should think well of them and return suitable findings in their favour. Secondly, 
this statement enables them to continue with their former course openly and without 
restraint. Any one who has some knowledge of their former writings and of the 
practices they have followed so far cannot fail id realize that in this statement the 
Oadianis have shifted their stand closer to the position held by the Lahore Ahmadis. 
The Oadianis do not affect this ‘change’ by explicitly stating that they are altering their 
beliefs and practices in order to resolve the conflict with the Muslims. They rather 
give the impression that their position has from the beginning invariably the same. 
This, nevertheless, is a grave mis-statement. It clearly implies that instead of changing 
their former stand point they are, infact, reaffirming it and intend to adhere to it in 
the future. However, during the course of this enquiry, they have adopted temporarily 
a deceptive position and their stand point is bound to change once the process of 
enquiry is over .’ 1 

How far Oadianis were responsible for disturbances? Munir Report states: 
Their (Qadianis) differences with the general body of Muslim had existed for more 
than half a century and before the Partition they were carrying out their propaganda 
and proselytising activities without any let or hindrance. The entire complexion of the 
situation, however, changed with the establishment of Pakistan and Ahmadis were 
befooling them if, in the absence of any enunciation of the policy as to limits within 
which public preaching of religions other than Islam or sectarian doctrines within 
Islam was to be permitted, they ever thought that their activities would not be resented 
and would go unnoticed in the new state. The changed circumstances, however, 
brought no corresponding change in their activities and aggressive propagation and 
offensive reference to non-Ahmadi Muslims continued ... We are, therefore, satisfied 
that though the Ahmadis are not directly responsible for the disturbances, their conduct 
did furnish an occasion for the general agitation against them. If the feeling had not 
been so strong against them, we do not think that the Ahrar would have been successful 
in rallying round themselves all sorts of heterogeneous religious organizations ! 2 

On the basis of some dubious premises the Report concluded that if 
’’Pakistan were allowed to become an Islamic state, all non-Muslims would automat- 
ically be the targets of persecution, the different Muslim sects would wrangle endlessly 
with each other in fraticidal strife, antiquated laws would be enforced conflicting with 
the standards of civilized world and Pakistan, because of her backward culture and 
reactionary government, would be ousted as an outcast from the international 
community. Not even western orientalists and Christian missionaries ‘attack Islam as 
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harshly as the Munir Report has done. The tragedy that its author was a Muslim 
multiplied its harmful effects many times more." 1 

The Report was severely criticised in Pakistan and was called highly 
prejudiced, inaccurate and a biased in nature. The secularists. Communists and 
Zionists used it in theirvituperative propaganda against the Islamic State. Non-Muslim 
writers quote it extensively to criticize mi son (feint of Pakistan and to justify the plight 
of Muslims in India. 2 Prof. P.K.Hitti, a Jew historian wrote a personal letter to Justice 
Munir and later when he met him "said that he was expecting some such thing from 
Pakistan." The late Shah of Iran in a conversation with Munir showed interest in the 
purport of the Report as Iran had faced similar problems in the past in the days of 
Bab, Bahaullah and the beautiful poetess Qurra-tul-Ain. One journalist, says Justice 
Munir, remarked that he read only two books from beginning to the end with out 
laying them aside. One of these was Lady Chatterly’s lover and the other the Munir 
Report "what a comparison!" 

Jamat-i-Islami gave a befitting reply to Munir’s diatribijustice Dr Javed 
Iqbal in his book: Ideology of Pakistan ( 1971) has given very convincing arguments to 
repudiate Munir’s assertions and his theory on genesis of Pakistan. 5 
Aftermath: What transpired from the events of 1952-3 which badly shook the country? 
The Socialist version of Anti-Ahmadya movement is that it reflected the irriation of 
some of Pakistani big bourgeoisie whieh gravitated towards the United States, over 
the maintenance of the old ties with Britain. The United States, too applied its efforts 
to eliminate pro-British elements from the Government, and to replace them with 
more amenable politician. Speaking at the Constituent Assembly, Khawaja Nazimud- 
din declared that ‘the anti-Ahmadya agitation is a political movement actuated by 
power politics,’ 6 

Jamna Das Akhtar, a veteran Indian journalist says ‘Ahmadis were openly 
accused of promoting the interests of British Imperialism and of spreading heretical 
ideas, opposed to the fundamental principles of Islam. It is suspected that the 
American interests also played a prominent role in this game because at the time the 
USA was trying to eliminate pro-British elements from the Government and replace 
them with more amenable politicians. 7 

For Qadianis the Tehrik strengthened their position and proved that the 
Jamat was ‘invincible.’ It helped to fulfil a "prophecy revealed to the Promised 
Messiah." J.D.Shams, a former missionary in Israel says, ‘A careful study of the 
prophecy points to a similarity which can be drawn between Jamat Ahmady a and Beni 
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Israel. Pharoah, Haman and their armies were bent on destroying them but God saved 
Beni Israel from annihilation. Similarly when the opponent of Jamat Ahmadya tried 
to annihilate Jamat Ahmadya in accordance with a well-planned scheme and fixed the 
date of 6 March for that purpose, God suddenly sent His armies to save them. Martial 
Law was imposed. A sudden and unexpected order was conveyed on phone from 
Karachi to the commandos in Lahore and the Army courageously and valiantly, but 
with care, suppressed the forces of anarchy. Jamat Ahmadya was saved from annihila- 
tion and oppression like those of Beni Israel, as was promised by God to his Promised 
Messiah.’ 1 2 

H.S.Suharwardy, leader of the Jinnah Awami League in a speech made in a 
public meeting at Karachi on 26 June, 19S3 remarked: 

‘There arose a religious movement in the Punjab but it was put down with 
a force by the powers that be and the ulema were sent behind the bars. Today, it is 
pointed out by the same powers that the Musalmans have gone astray and we are told 
to greet as M uslims those who do not believe in the finality of the prophethood of our 
Holy Prophet (p.h.o.h) and if we donot believe as such, we shall be doomed like 
others. 

Miry.a Mahmud, in a Friday sermon, commented on it. He called the speech 
a signal for fresh alarm but ‘God will protea not only Ahmadya Community but also 
the Pakistan Government which is made the target of attacks simply for extending 
proteaion and and doing justice to her Ahmadya subjeas. The only fault of the 
Pakistan Government is this that she wants to establish peace in the country and crush 
all the subversive elements in the land that want to seize Government by exciting the 
people against Ahmadya movement...God will save His people from the machinations 
and evil intentions of all mischief mongers and never allow them to prosper and 
triumph.’ 3 

Qadianis considered themselves invisible and felt satisfied with the outcome 
of the movement. American CIA and Imperialist agencies provided them further 
support for their growth in the Middle East and the nqwly liberated African countries. 
The people of Pakistan strongly felt that they had been betrayed. It caused a sharp 
demolarizing effea on the masses who sacrificed their lives for a noble cause. 

The Muslim League received a crushing blow and had to face a humiliating 
defeat in the next eleaions. It also caused the downfall of Daultana Ministry in the 
Punjab and replacement of Khawaja Nazimuddin as Prime Minister who felt himself 
helpless in front of the powerful trio Ghulam Muhammad, Governor General, Ayub 
Khan, C-in-C and Sikandar Mirza, Defence Secretary. Also the image 'of the army 
shattered in the minds of public. Maj. Gen. Azam Khan, GOC; lOth Infantry Division 
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used all coercive measures including indiscriminate firing on the peaceful mob. 
Bonapartism took deep roots and that worked behind the scene. 

The bureaucracy and police collaborated with Rabwah and encouraged the 
Khudam-i-Ahmadya and other para-military Qadiani bodies to take up their role 
where law and order situation demanded. It gave a big boost to Qadiani para-military 
bodies. 

Qadianis occupied more important positions in business, bureaucracy and 
military after 1953. However the anti-Qadiani movement foreclosed the serious 
possibility of ZafaruUah succeeding Nazimuddin as Prime Minister. 

In subsequent years Qadianis changed their political strategy. They avoided 
an open conflict with Muslims and strengthened their relations with military and 
bureaucracy. 

Bogra Government: The dismissal of Prime Minister Nazimuddin by Governor 
General Ghulam Muhammad in April, 1953 was an undemocratic decision and a sad 
example of misuse of powers. Nazimuddin still commanded a majority in the Assemb- 

iy 1 

Sir Zafarullah writes: The Governor General, feeling that the Prime Mini 
ster had through his vacillation and failure to deal firmly with the situation contributed 
to the crisis into which the country had been drawn, demanded from the Prime 
Minister resignation of the Ministry which the Prime Minister refused to submit and 
on his refusal the Governor General dismissed the Ministry. He called upon Mr. 
Muhammad Ali Bogra (East Pakistan) who was then Pakistan’s Ambassador at 
Washington and happened at that movement to be in Karachi, to form a Government. 
Mr. Muhammad Ali proceeded with the task immediately and presented a list of his 
proposed colleagues to the Governor General. The members of the new Government 
were sworn in by 8 p.m. the preceding Ministry having been dismissed at 4 p.m. 1 2 
Zafarullah remained the Foreign Minister of Pakistan. 

The whole political crisis was explained by a Qadiani elder in a customary 
way on the basis of one of Mirza Mahmud’s revelations (17-18 March, 1951). The 
alleged revelation says: ‘I will show the parallel signs from Sind to Punjab on both 
sides’ (Urdu). The Qadiani compiler interprets it in the context of Pakistan political 
crisis and concludes that the dismissal of the West Punjab Ministry after the 1953 
agitation and the abrogation of the Constituent Assembly by the Governor General 
Ghulam Muhammad had ‘marvelously and surprisingly proved this revelation true.’ 3 

Nazimuddin’s unceremonious dismissal was in fact the beginning of the 
political instability that lasted for the next five years and the emergences and the 
decline of the parliamentary democracy in Pakistan. It was contrary to the Parliamen- 
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tary practice and the political, legal and psychological repercussions of the action were 
far reaching. Bogra was almost unknown as a politician. His appointment came as a 
surprise to political observers and public alike, and it was widely suspected that his 
transfer from Washington to Karachi and elevation to the office was a prelude to closer 
relations between the US and Pakistan. 

Only three days after the new premier’s nomination, the US President 
Eisenhower asked Congress for authority to ship hundreds and thousands of tons of 
wheat to Pakistan. 1 2 The US was at that time conducting a vigorous anti-Communist 
policy and looking for friends in Asia. Pakistan entered into defence pacts with it. 

After the visit of Mr. Dulles and Mr. Stassan to Karachi in May. 1953 the 
next distinguished guest in Pakistan capital was the Deputy Chief of the US Mission 
in Turkey. Then came the unannounced visit of the seven members of the House 
Armed Services Committee. Then in September, General Ayub Khan C-in-C flew to 
Washington where his visit was for medical treatment, but also had talks with President 
Eisenhower. Pakistan indicated that if the US armed her, she would grant Washington 
the use of bases and possibly would permit the construction of new ones. Also she was 
willing to join in the Middle East defence effort under that conditions. 

New Strategy: Qadianis played an active role in Pakistan politics after the Khatam-i- 
Nabuwat movement. They collaborated with the civil and military oligarchy in the 
Centre to safeguard their economic and political interests and directed their efforts 
to sabotage constitutional process in the country. 

The country faced crisis and the political balance was going against the 
Muslim League. It suffered a crushing defeat in East Pakistan in 1954 elections against 
the United Front led by A.K.Fazal-i-Haq and H.S.Suharwardy. The United Front, 
after forming a ministry under Fazal-i-Haque "sought freedom from the domination 
of Karachi." 3 ‘In May, 1954 the Government of East Bengal was handed over to the 
centrally appointed Governor, Maj-Gen Iskander Mirza, who at that time was the 
Secretary Defence at the Centre. Thus the same pattern of central intervention had 
taken place in East Bengal as in the Punjab, the difference being that it was the Muslim 
League politicians who could not control the situation arising out of religious 
disturbances in Punjab who had been removed. In East Bengal politicians of the 
United Front, who had won an over whelmning majority in the provincial election and 
who had been also to mobilize massive ethnic support in the province were dismissed. 
In both cases there was military intervention except that martial law was imposed in 
Punjab, whereas a defence official was put incharge of the civil administration in East 
Bengal.' 4 
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The Constituent Assembly adopted the amended basic Principle Committee 
Report by 20th to 1 Jth votes. The Prime Minster of Pakistan delcared that discussions 
on the Draft Constitution would be finished by 25 December, 1954 and the new 
constitution would be adopted on the Ouaid’s birthday. He also declared that Pakistan 
would become a Republic on 1st January, 1955. After that Assembly was adjourned 
to 27 October, 1954. 

In the last week of October, Premier Bogra and General Ayub returned from 
Washington after negotiating a long term military and economic aid pact with 
America. On 24 October, 1954 Governor General Ghulam Muhammad dismissed 
both the Constituent Assembly and the Cabinet, a drastic and undemocratic action. 
A new Cabinet was formed with M.A. Bogra continuing as the Prime Minister. Nine 
other members including C-in-C General Ayub Khan, Dr Khan, H.S. Suharwardy and 
Maj Gen Sikander Mima were appointed in the Cabinet. None of these nine had a seat 
in the dissolved Assembly. The army was brought closer to administration and the civil 
service, which was already a force in Pakistan politics, gained greater power. 1 

The Oadianis were jubilant over the Governor General’s undemocratic and 
arbitrary act of dissolving the Constituent Assembly. They called it a ver> wise, 
judicious and timely step. Had he not taken this step, the situation would have 
deteriorated further. The brightest aspect of his move, says Alfazl "is holding of new 
elections as a result of which new Assembly will come into existence. The paper warned 
the extremist leaders not to play with the destiny of the nation asAkhwanswere doing 
in Egypt." 2 

Mirza Mahmud, in an address, expressed his profound satisfaction over the 
Governor General’s move and disclosed that three days before the Governor 
General’s action he had hinted at the possibility of ‘breaking the power of ruling class 
who were creating mischief with a view to saving the country from that crisis. Reclaims 
that his prophecy had marvelously been fulfilled.’ 3 4 

Mirza Mahmud gave a justification of the undemocratic action of the 
Governor General and emphasized that the Constituent Assembly had already lost Us 
value. He also welcomed the inclusion of non-League members like Dr Khan Sahib 
in the Cabinet whom he called a man loyal to the country and Islam. He criticized 
those members of the League who had adopted an anti-Ahmadya attitude? 

Against Islamic Movements: In early 50s, Qadianis intensified their activities in the 
Islamic countries. They started a strong propaganda campaign to discredit Islamic 
movements going on in Pakistan and the Arab World. The Imperialist and Zionist 
agencies had already been active in countries like Iran, Iraq and Egypt to suppress the 
progressive Islamic movements. The US adopted a strategy to create client garrisons 
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in newly independent countries of Asia as a neo-imperial power. Egypt (under Nasser) 
and Syria were not willing to cooperate in a new western defence strategy. Iran under 
Dr Mossadeq was bent on ousting the British Imperialism. The US selected the 
Hashemite Kingdom of Iraq, a creation of British Imperialism as a key to open the 
door to a broader Middle Eastern defense strategy and succeeded to arrange the 
Baghdad Pact, the overthrow of Mossadeq regime in Iran and suppression of Com- 
munist elements in Middle East. 

Qadiani mission in Israel towed the Zionist line and launched a religo-politi 
cal offensive in the Middle East. Since the Arab countries did not allow Qadianis to 
set up missions in their lands, they either worked secretly or moved over to Africa 
where they had already created haven with the British support. 

The main target of Qadiani attack was Akhwanu! Muslimin movement of 
Egypt. Qadian called it a ‘Communist-Fascist movement’ having an ‘appeal for those 
who do not know Islam but love it and want to see Arab World free from the western 
yoke. It has no appeal for far-sighted leaders and educated class of the country .’ 1 

In a leader Alfaz/ lashed at the Akhwan’s role in the Suez affairs and alleged 
that they were conspiring against the solidarity of Egypt like Abdullah ibn-e-Saba who 
also gained success in Egypt . 2 

The Qadiani papers also hurled abuses on the Akhwan and their policy 
towards the Suez issue where the British interests were involved. They were con- 
demned as anti-Islamic in character and had been out to create disruption, dissatis- 
faction and anarchy in Egypt. They believed in the seizure of power through fascist 
means and upheld waging armed struggle against the Government, not allowed by 
Islam . 3 

On the assumption that Jamat Islami of Pakistan is a prototype of th,e 
Akhwan, the paper attacked the political role played by the Jamat in past seven years 
in Pakistan. It was alleged that the Jamat like the Akhwan was political in nature and 
had been on rampage. "If it succeeds in collaboration with some other party, it will 
operate in the same way as the Akhwan are doing against the Revolutionary Govern- 
ment in Egypt and its collaborators will, in the end meet the same fate ", 4 5 says the 
official organ of Rabwah. 

Equally a strong tirade against other Islamic movements was launched which 
were fighting for political and economic emancipation in the Arab World ; Darul Salam 
(Indonesia) and Fktayan -i -Islam (Iran) came under their attack. These parties were 
called fascist in character which believed in force and bloodshed. The Islamic World 
should check and curb their disruptive activities,*’ Affazl emphasized. The paper, 
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however, appreciated the work of Masjumi Party of Indonesia because its leader had 
written an article in support of Zafarullah Khan. 1 

It is interesting to note here that the Masjumi Party outwardly Islamic in 
nature comprised mainly of heterogeneous elements. Maulana Masud Alam Nidwi 
discloses that on the occasion of Motamar-i-Islami gathering (February, 1951) he fount 
that all members of the Indonesian delegation belonged to Masjumi Party. The leader 
of the delegation Shamsul Rija! was favourably inclined towards 0: .lanism? 

(Jadiani interfered in the politics of Pakistan in accordance with the instruc- 
tions of their Imperialist masters and the Zionist lobby. They attacked the demand 
for an Islamic constitution and criticized the religious hierarchy of Pakistan. ‘We could 
make a constitution because our leaders were more concerned with the slogan raised 
by wrong people and the demands put forth by them than treading the right path with 
determination.” 1 A demand needs to be made that the constitution of Pakistan should 
be based on a just principle that no individual or group whether religious or political 
should have any complaint against it. It should guarantee the rights of all citizens of 
Pakistan. 3 4 5 

On the 8th Anniversary of the birth of Pakistan (14 August, 1955 )Alfaz! 
criticized the role of Muslim League in the country’s politics : ‘It has lost its popularity 
because some of its members played in the hands of enemies of Islam.’ The paper 
attacked those elements who had been clamouring for a constitution but were 
themselves responsible for creating obstacles in making of such a constitution.' 

Pressed by the Court’s verdict, the Governor General issued an order 
providing for the formation of new Constituent Assembly. An important measure of 
the new Second Constituent Assembly was the establishment of the West Pakistan 
Act, passed in September, 1955 which provided for the merger of the princely states, 
Karachi and four provinces of the Punjab, Sind the NWFP and Baluchistan into one 
Unit called West Pakistan. Alfaz I in its leader commented on the formation of one 
Unit in West Pakistan. It discussed the possibility of bringing two units (East and West 
Pakistan) under one centre and called it an easy and practical experiment. The paper 
levelled strong criticism against those leaders who stressed the need to integrate both 
wings of the country on the basis of Islamic ideology : 

‘We regretfully say that the way the struggle for establishment of an Islamic 
Government is being carried out in some Muslim countries after formation of political 
parties will neither lead to establishment of an Islamic state nor its protagonists can 
achieve their ends in Pakistan. These political parties want to thrust their religious 
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ideas on others while Islam does not allow party politics. There is no weight in the 
argument that Islamic ideology will lay the basis of unity. It means that those who, at 
present, wielded power are neither Muslims nor have any regard for Islam unless they 
uphold Islamic beliefs expounded by the protagonist of' Islamic ideology.’ 1 

Ghulam Muhammad, 2 an insane ailing pro-American bureaucrat respon- 
sible to commit undemocratic actions and laid basis of an authoritarian rule, resigned 
from Governor Generalship of Pakistan in 1955 due to ill health. On his resignation, 
Alfazl wrote : 

"Malik Ghulam Muhammad has resigned from Governor Generalship of 
Pakistan. During his tenure of office he served Pakistan with firmness and courage 
only to be found in him after the Quaid-i-Azam. He figures out singularly among leaders 
in popularity and was respected by friends and foes alike after the Quaid. A few days 
ago, Pakistan faced crisis due to the mistakes of some leaders and it was inevitable 
that the country would plunge into anarchy, He, through his wise act, saved the country 
from turmoil. Had he not used his strong hand, the existence of Pakistan would have 
been in danger. Although some miscreants opposed his act but it was highly ap- 
preciated by the sober section of the society. 

When an historian will write the history of the early period of Pakistan, we 
firmly believe that he would include his name among those who really were the 
wellwishers of Pakistan and steered it out of crisis. He performed his duties with great 
courage and boldness in a Fearless and selfless manner despite grave opposition. He 
certainly proved himself the real successor of Quaid-i-Azam by exhibiting these out 
standing qualities. 

He has rightly said on his resignation that history would determine what he 
had done. He felt no pricks of conscience over what he had been doing. He always 
had the welfare of the nation in his mind. His actions will prove his words. These are 
not empty words but depict reality. He has to tender his resignation due to ill health. 
Nevertheless all real well wishers of the country and the nation certainly wished him 
serve more." 3 

Parting Kick: Changes of regime in 1953 in Russia, America and Pakistan added new 
impulses to international political situation. Eisenhowever’s inauguration as President 
with John Foster Dulles as Secretary of State brought a new look to politics in 
Washington. Bogra’s prime ministership further swiftly drifted Pakistan towards 
America. On 2 April, 1954 Pak-Turkish Military Alliance was signed in Karachi. A 
month later, on 19 May, the US and Pakistan signed the Mutual Aid and Security 
Agreement in Karachi. An other Imperialist move to thwart any possible Soviet 
advance in the East or South East was made by concluding an agreement at Manila 
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or 8 September, 1954. The agreement was known as SEATO. The signatories of this 
Treaty were the US, Britain, France, Australia, Newzealand, Thailand, Pakistan and 
the Philippines. 

The SEATO provided guarantee against Communist threat only. Pakistan 
wanted to extend its scope to non-Communist countries also. Zafarullah says he 
discussed the issue with American Secretary of State Dulles but of no results. They 
had special regards for each other. Both had a legal background and at the Japanese 
Peace Conference, Dulles warmly greeted Zafarullah on making ‘the speech’ of the 
conference and in UN General Assembly Zafarullah returned the compliments by 
declaring that he had ‘long admired the lofty views and noble concepts of Mr.Dulles.’ 1 
The US Secretary of State regretted to take any action without the approval of the 
Senate. Zafarullah says since there was no time to get further instructions from 
Government of Pakistan, he signed the document with the following remarks : Signed 
for the purpose of transmission to the Government of Pakistan for it to take its decision 
in accordance with its constitutional procedures. 2 These words do not appear in the 
published version of the treaty. On 19 January, 1955 Pakistan ratified the pact and 
remained its zealous member in subsequent years. 3 

Muazam Ali, an eminent journalist says that he informed Bograof the whole 
affairs of Manila Conference. He, at once called a Cabinet meeting and sent a cable 
to Sir Zafarullah instructing him not to accept that clause of the Treaty. 4 5 But 
Zafarullah, after signing the Treaty left for New York to attend the UN General 
Assembly Session. 

Zafarullah also paved the way for Cento. He visited Iran after the overthrow 
of Dr Mossadeq Government by the CIA and held an exclusive meeting with the late 
Shah of Iran.' In September, 1955 Pakistan entered into the Baghdad Pact. It was 
agreed to permit the armies of member countries to use Pakistan territory if cir- 
cumstances demanded so. The US got the base at Peshawar, a valuable piece of real 
estate for its use and a US goal since 1954. 6 After a military coup in Iraq, the Pact was 
renamed Cento with Pakistan, Iran, Turkey and Britain as its members. "The principle 
aim of the pact was to make the Pakistan Army a mercenary force read)' to defend 
United States interests in the Middle East." 7 It alienated Pakistan from the Arab world 
and its foreign policy came under fire from Islamic quarters. It was called a pro-West 
and an American ally representing Imperialist interests in the Asian region. 

Judge ICJ: An year before Partition (1946), Sir Zafarullah was a candidate for 
judgeship at the Hague as nominee of British India. Pandit Jawahar Lai Nehru 
proposed his name for it. The American Government withdrew its support at the last 
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moment in favour of a Polish candidate and he could not be elected. Unlike those 
days, America eagerly desired to see him as judge ICJ in 1954. 

Sir Zafarullah became a judge of the ICJ mainly through American support 
as he himself reveals that Sir B.N.Rau, who had been elected judge of the International 
Court and had taken his seat on the Bench in February, 1952 had died in November, 
1953, before completing his terms of office. The Secretary General of the UN called 
for nominations to fill the vacancy. He was not relieved by Pakistan Prime Minister 
to contest the seat. At the end of May 1954, Zafarullah went to Washington to clear 
up some difficulty that had arisen with he World Bank over the settlement of the water 
dispute with India. There he met Col. Hank Byroad, US Assistant Secretary of State 
who advised him to see him in the State Department. Hanks told Zafarullah that he 
knew that he had been resigning from his post of Pakistan’s Foreign Ministership and 
wanted to joint the World Court. The deadline to send nomination had since expired. 
But the US Government had already sent his name itself to the UN Secretariat for 
the judgeship. Zafarullah left satisfied. He then requested the Assistant Secretary of 
State to help him overcome another difficulty in getting him elected. That since the 
death of Sir Rau in November, 1953 India had been busy canvassing for its candidate 
and it required a good deal of lobbying and substantial support of the countries to 
secure a seat at the ICJ. 

The American Government and all its allies, specially Israel was in favour 
of Zafarullah’s candidature. His rival candidate Justice Pal, Judge of the Calcutta High 
Court had been a member of the Japanese War Criminal Tribunal and had dissented 
from a majority of his colleagues. Zafarullah says that in "his dissenting opinion he 
had stated that the War Crimes trial was itself a War Crime. This had naturally given 
grave offence to the US; he had in effect called them murderers." 1 Thus Justice Pal 
stood little chance of success against a pro-American stooge. 

Pakistan Missions abroad did a let of work at diplomatic level to seek support 
for Zafarullah. At the commencement of the Annual Session of the General Assembly 
in 1954, the situation in the Security Council was that of the five member states who 
had promised their support to the Indian candidate Turkey, the SEATO ally made a 
shift. 

The result of the ballot was six in favour of Pakistan and five in favour of 
India in the Security Council and in the Assembly 29 votes were in favour of Pakistan 
and 32 in favour of India. The Assembly ballot was inconclusive, as 33 votes were 
needed for an absolute majority, and had to be repeated. In the meantime, it had 
became known that the Pakistan candidate had obtained an absolute majority in the 
Security Council. In the repeat ballot in the Assembly, Zafarullah obtained 33 votes 
and was elected. 2 
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It was all due to the support provided by the US and Western lobby. 
G.W.Chaudhry states that the judgeship to Zafarullah at the Hague was bestowed on 
him as a reward by the US Secretary of State, Foster Dulles for his services in obtaining 
Pakistan’s adhesion to S^ATO. 1 2 

Tug of War: In March, 1954 a young incarnate of Illimud Din attacked Mirza Mahmud 
with a knife to slash his head. The senile and ailing Mirza already suffered from various 
diseases including paralysis. There was a rumour that he would not be able to sustain 
the injury and would soon be relieved once for all of agonising pain he had been 
undergoing after the attack. A tug-of-war started in Rabwah which slowly gained 
strength. Many influential Qadiani elders aspired for the lucrative job of Khilafat.The 
movement to get leadership seethed under the nose of Mirza Mahmud accentuated 
by the members of his family. 

By the end of April, 1955 he announced to proceed to Europe for treatment. 
Many Qadianis called it badly timed and a politically motivated mission of the Khalifa 
undertaken at a critical moment when the community had been suffering from internal 
crisis and disunity. 

A group of Qadiani ‘hypocrites’, as they were called by Mirza Mahmud’s 
followers, launched an open offensive against the Qadiani ‘Khilafat’ to assert their 
position. The Qadian press referred to their clandestine activities in more than one 
occasions in a traditionally elliptical manner. On the other hand, the dissidents 
exposed the ‘misdeeds’ of Ahmadi ‘Rasputin’ and prophecised the fall of Rabwah, the 
Qadiani seat of power. Agents of ‘Khalifat’ came out to condemn their activities and 
warned Qadianis of their ‘nefarious designs’ specially their move to topple 
‘Caliphate. 12 The dissidents later formed Haqiqat Pasand Party and based it at Lahore. 

The movement soon gained currency and spread in East Pakistan too. Mirza 
Mahmud wrote a letter to members of Ahmadya Jamat, East Pakistan where dissatis- 
faction had particularly been growing over the authority of ‘Khalifa.’ He advised senior 
members of his community viz, Daulat Ahmad (Brahmin Barya), Shah Jehan (Dacca) 
and Deputy Khalil-ur-Rehman, in particular, not to create disruption and instructed 
his Jamat, in general, to disassociate themselves from them. 3 

In the first week of May, 1955 he left for Syria where he stayed for one week. 4 
He contacted Chaudhry Muhammad Sharif, the Qadiani missionary in Israel and sent 
some important messages to Israeli President Ben Zevi and Foreign Minister Moshe 
Sherot through mysterious channels. On 7 May he moved to Lebanon and after a short 
stay there he proceeded to Europe. Zafarullah, an international envoy of Imperialism 
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accompanied him in his journey. Before joining him Zafarullah met Shah Hussain of 
Jordan and discussed the issues relating to ‘Arab interests.’ 1 
Sir Zafarullah’s love affairs: A Lebanese girl Bushra Rabani lived in Damascus. Her 
elders were converted to Qadiani faith due to the efforts of Hasni family of Syria. 
Bushra had a young cousin Muhammad Qazaq who loved her. Their nikha was 
solemnised in 1952 and Qazaq went to a Gulf state to earn money. Love letters of 
Bushra were a source of inspiration to him. Suddenly she stopped writing letters to 
him- Qazaq continued to cherish love and found it impossible to forget her. After a 
long time, Bushra wrote a letter inviting him to visit Damascus to ‘pay respect’ to 
Hazrat Mirza Bashiruddin, second successor of the Promised Messiah and Sir Zafarut- 
lah Khan who would also be visiting Syria with him in 1955. 

Qazaq, in his interview to the correspondent of A/yum, Cairo narrated the 
story of his engagement and nikah with Bushra and then exclaimed with sorrow that 
he had been betrayed. Her brother Mahmud forced him to divorce her as they had 
already made arrangements of her marriage with Sir Zafarullah. Her parents were 
paid a sum of 45 thousand pounds and a beautiful house was bought for them in 
Bustan-ul-Khizer, a posh locality in Damascus. 2 

Zafarullah fell in love with her when she came to Qadian Mission, Damascus 
to pay respect to Mirza Mahmud who was proceeding to Europe for medical 
treatment. He also offered her brother an appointment in Pakistan Embassy in Syria. 
Zafarullah put a ring in her finger and a diamond necklace glittered around her neck 
when she visited the holy hoax*for her engagement. The marriage was solemnized in 
the Embassy of Pakistan at Damascus. 

It may be stated here that the first marriage of Zafarullah took place with 
his cousin Iqbal Begum. After her death, her sister Rashida Begum was married to 
him. She also died after a few years. The third marriage was solemnized with Badar 
Begum of Behar. She gave birth to Amatul Hye, Zafarullah’s only daughter. Badar 
Begum took divorce from Zafarullah. 

Zafarullah’s marriage with Bushra Rabbani was condemned by the Mufti of 
Syria. He issued a fatwa against it. Another Syrian scholar Sheikh Muhammad Khair 
Ai Qadari protested against the arranging of this marriage in the Embassy of Pakistan 
at Damascus. He called this marriage illegal and against the Islamic law. He said that 
Zafarullah belonged to a non-Muslim sect, Qadianya which was established and 
promoted by the British Imperialists to further their ends and to seek the abrogation 
of Jehad. 3 

The marriage subsequently provedto be a failure and "a most poignant event 
in Zafarullah’s life. Bushra was less in age than his daughter. She later on left him to 
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marry the young scholar son of Michael Naimy, a great Lebanese Christian poet 
considered equal to Khalil Gibran. She also wrote Naimy’s biography. Zafarullah was 
angelic in his love towards the woman even after she had moved out to live with her 
lover. There was no emotion even in that, it was purely an intellectual decision, made 
with the mind rather than feeling." 1 

London Conference: Mirza Mahmud held conferences in Zurich, Hamburg and 
London to devise a new strategy for the uplift of the Community and to forge greater 
cooperation with western powers. The Conference held at London was attended by 
the representatives of all leading missions and discussed religious, economic and 
political issues vis-a-vis the movements going on in the Arab World for self-assertion 
and revival of Islamic values. 

Sir Zafarullah says : ‘During his visit to Europe in 1955, the Kh.alifatui Masih 
inspected the various missions in Europe and held a conference in London of all the 
missionaries working in different European countries, in which he checked up on their 
activities and progress and gave them directions and furnished them with guidance 
with regard to their future work.’ 2 

After his visit to Syria, Beirut, Switzerland, Italy, Holland and London Mirza 
Mahmud returned to Rabwah on 25 September, 1955. 

Zionist Support: In the light of new strategy chalked out for the Middle East, Mirza 
Mahmud sent Jalal Din Qamar from Pakistan to Israel to take over the charge of his 
office. Ch. Sharif who had been in Israel since 1938 left for Pakistan. Earlier Sh. Noor 
Ahmad and Rashid Chughtai came to Pakistan from Israel in 1951 after accomplishing 
their nefarious plans. All of them lived in Rabwah. The family of J.D.Qamar was in 
Rabwah while he served in Israel. 3 

When Ch. Sharif left for Pakistan, the Israeli Prime Minister Benzevi sent 
him a special message to see him before his departure for Pakistan. His eagerness to 
see Ahmadya missionary points lo secret understanding and close relations existing 
between the Zionists and their Oadfemi hoodlums. On 28 November, 1955 Sharif called 
on Israeli Premier. In a Friday aovess Mirza Mahmud told his community with an 
air of pride that the Israeli Premk**keenly desired to see Ahmadya missionary of 
Israel. 4 

After the arrival of Ch. Shartf arcm Israel to Pakistan the monthly Alfurqan, 
Rabwah published a Special Edition on 'Propagation of Islam in Palestine.’ Allah 
Ditta, its editor writes: 
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‘Maulana Muhammad Sharif was the incharge of the Palestine Mission from 
1938 to 1955. He has recently returned alongwith his family. His place has been taken 
by Jalaluddin Qamar as incharge of the Mission.’ 1 

Militant Zionist organizations always reacted sharply over the activities of 
Christian missionaries in their ‘Promised Land.’ They could never tolerate the 
propagation of Jesus’ message in their ideological state. ‘The controversy over 
missionary work in Israel always stirred ill-feeling among Jewish religious militant 
groups. Missionary homes were attacked and several attempts were made to set fire 
to book shops and destroy copies of the New Testament’, says a report on Christian 
Missions in Israel. 2 But that had never happened to Ahmadya Mission in Israel 
although they claimed to propagate Islam among Jews. Relations between Ahmadis 
and Jews were always cordial. 

The nature of Israeli-Qadiani collaboration can be seen from the following 
extract from Mirza Mubarak Ahmad’s book Our Foreign Missions. He is the grandson 
of Mirza Ghulam Ahmad. 

'The Ahmadya Mission in Israel is situated in Haifa at Mount Karmal. We 
have a mosque there, a Mission House, a library, a book depot, and a school. The 
mission also brings out a monthly, entitlecM/flus/j/mvhich is sent out to thirty different 
countries accessible through the medium of Arabic. Many works of the Promised 
Messiah have been translated into Arabic through this mission. 

In many ways this Ahmadya Mission has been deeply affected by the 
Partition of what formerly was called Palestine. The small number of Muslims left in 
Israel derive a great deal of strength from the presence of our mission which never 
misses a chance of being of service to them. Some time ago, our missionary had an 
interview with the Mayor of Haifa. When during the discussion on many points, he 
offered to build for us a school at Kababeer, a village near Haifa, where we have a 
strong and well-established Ahmadya community of Palestinian Arabs. He also 
promised that he would come to see our missionary at Kababeer, which he did later, 
accompanied by four notables from Haifa. He was duly received by members of the 
community, and by the students of our school. A meeting having been held to welcome 
the guests. Before his return he entered his impressions in the Visitor’s Book. 

Another small incident which would give readers some idea of the position 
our mission in Israel occupies, is that in 1956 when our missionary Chaudhry 
Muhammad Sharif, returned to the Headquarters of the movement in Pakistan, the 
President of Israel sent word that he (our missionary) should see him before embark- 
ing on the journey back. Chaudhry Muhammad Sharif utilized the opportunity to 
present a copy of the German translation of the Holy Quran to the President, which 
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he gladly accepted. This interview and what transpired at it was widely reported in tHe 
Israeli Press, and a brief account was also broadcast on the radio ." 1 
The Realists: When Mirza Mahmud returned from his tour from Europe he saw some 
very influential Qadianis including two sons of Hakim Nuruddin, the first successor 
of Mirza Ghulam Ahmad and the so-called brain of Ahmadya movement engaged in 
a bitter campaign against his high-handedness and dictatorship in Rabwah. He became 
very frustrated and embarrassed because Nuruddin’s sons-Abdul Mann an and Abdul 
Wahab were held in high esteem in the Qadiani circles for their ‘erudition and piety' 
and had veiy close relations with him and his family . 2 They were his brothers-in-law. 

It is an interesting chapter in the history of Ahmadya movement that many 
close associates of Mirza Mahmud not only turned against him but levelled grave 
charges against him. Ahmadi dissidents-the Realists , so they called themselves, ex- 
posed the weaknesses of ‘ailing and semi-insane Khalifa’ of Rabwah. It was alleged: 

i) That Mirza Mahmud used the funds of the Anjuman Ahmadya 
for his personal use and squandered the money collected in the 
name of ‘propagation of Islam .' 3 He made large investments, 
purchased property in different parts of Pakistan, bought shares 
of leading industrial concerns for his kith and kin and had built 
up a strong financial empire for himself. He and a few odd 
members of his large family owned most of the shares in foreign 
based enterprises. He also legally owned all the properties of his 
community based in Rabwah . 4 

ii) That Mirza Mahmud had been involved in sexual indulgences and 
committed serious offences of moral turpitude. His paid agents 
supplied him with beautiful girls and teenagers to satisfy lust. The 
allegations levelled frequently by Qadiani girls were repeated to 
prove him sinful. Some concealed their identity but a large num- 
ber of ‘victims’ of alleged sexual assaults gave their full names and 
addresses. These girls swore upon the Holy Quran, threw challen- 
ges for Mobahila and invoked Gods' displeasure and wrath had 
they been making false allegations against him . 3 Still Mirza Mah- 
mud was insistent on being ah infallible divine accountable to 
none. 

iii) That the agents of Mirza Mahmud fell on the opponents of 
Khalifa. They were assaulted, manhandled and in some cases done 
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to death as had happened to Fakhuraddin Multani. Tactics of 
boycott, ostracization, mental torture, and spreading rumours to 
disgrace their near relatives and families were employed to force 
them to yield to ‘Mahmudi Dictatorship.’ Women were harassed 
in worst possible way. Members of Khudami-Ahmadya disgraced 
women and the rebels had to face murderous attacks by these 
unruly youth. Chief victims of Qadiani ruthlessness were Abdul 
Mannan and Abdul Wahab (Nuruddin’s sons), 1 Malik Azizur 
Rehman, Prof. Faizur Rehman Faizi, Raja Bashir Ahmad Razi, 
Ch.Ghulam Rasul, Ch. Abdul Hamid Dada, Muhammad Younas 
Multani, Rahat Malik, Abdul Latif, Abdul Rab Barham, 
Ch.Salahuddin Nasir, M.Majid, Mirza Hayat Tasir, Yousaf Naz, 
and Ali Muhammad Ajmeri. They were condemned as hypocrites 
and miscreants and were declared expelled from the community. 
Many of them left at their own will. 2 

iv) That Mirza Mahmud has appointed his near relatives on the key 
posts irrespective of their qualification. An honest man cannot 
indulge in nepotism and favouritism. 

v) That Mirza Mahmud has been paving way for the dictatorship of 
Mirza Nasir Ahmad through overt and covert means. 4 It proved 
correct in 1965 after his death. 

vi) That Mirza Mahmud pretends to be a Khalifa and a MuslihMaood 
appointed by God which is a totally baseless assertion. He 
pretends to be the recipient of ilham and revelations. As he had 
made false claims, divine chastisement fell upon him. He suf- 
fered from paralysis and numerous other diseases. 5 

vii) That Mirza Mahmud concealed his real intentions and beliefs in 
front of the Court of Inquiry 1953 to hoodwink public opinion and 
to deceive the Court. He was a great political opportunist of his 
time. 6 He never missed the chance to build alliances with the 
emerging political power. 


Mirza Mahmud took every step to maintain his authority. His followers spied 
on the dissidents to expose their designs. Scores of Resolutions were passed by 
members of Ahmadya Community to express their resentment over the activities of 





Tehrik-Khatam-i-Nabuwat 330 

so-called hypocrites and mischief mongers who said to have enjoyed support from 
Lahore Section of the Jamat Ahmadya (the Paighamis). 1 It was alleged that a former 
Qadiani Dervaish Allah Rakha had been deputed by the dissidents to kill Mirza 
Mahmud. There was no truth in this assertion but Mirza Mahmud kept on repeating 
the charge. He was perhaps suffering from paranoia at that time. Resolutions were 
also passed against Allah Rakha by Qadiani Jamats. 2 The priestly hierarchy projected 
Mirza Mahmud as a great religious divine more or less a prophet and organized 
meetings against the Realists to check unrest. 

The first President of the Haqiqat Pasand Party was Raja Razi, the son of 
Ali Muhammad, a Settlement Officer in an Ahmadya Office. The party published a 
lot of literature to expose the real character of Qadiani hierarchy and the moral 
conditions of so-called exponents of ‘True Islam.’ The real facts are too bitter to be 
stated here. A serious student of Ahmadya Movement cannot overlook this aspect of 
Qadianism- He has to narrate facts even if they are bitter and distasteful to some 
zealots. 3 

Palace Intrigues: After Ghulam Muhammad’s disablement and retirement, the two 
leading bureaucrats of the country-Iskander Mirza and Ch. Muhammad Ali jockeyed 
their way to positions of President and Prime Minister respectively. But they soon fell 
out. This was the time when bureaucracy reigned supreme and politics of the country 
had become synonymous with palace intrigues. 

Iskander Mirza, as President adopted the old techniques of dividing the 
politicians among themselves and using arbitrary powers to establish and consolidate 
his personal rule. He got rid of Ch.Muhammad Ali and at the same time turned his 
attention to the Bengalis who were the most vocal opponents of authoritarianism. An 
artificial crisis was created through the speaker of the East Pakistan Assembly, who 
disqualified the United Front Government from proceeding with its budget and 
adjourned the Assembly sine die. This gave the Central Government an excuse to 
dismiss the provincial ministry of the United Front. President rule was proclaimed in 
the province on 26 May, 1956. 

Parliamentary Government was restored in the East Wing on 1st July and 
Abu Hussain Sarkar formed the United Front ministry. However another crisis was 
concocted through the Provincial Government, The assembly was prorogued against 
the wishes of the Chief Minister and the President’s rule was proclaimed for a second 
time on 31 August, 1956. 

Meanwhile agitation started in West Pakistan against the merger of the four 
provinces into One Unit. The West Pakistan Cabinet resigned on 20 March, 1957 and 
President’s rule was promptly clamped. It was lifted after four months when the former 
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NWFP Inspector General of Police Sardar Abdul Rashid became the Chief Minister 
in place of Dr Khan Sahib. 1 

On 1 1 October, 1957, Iskander Mirza succeeded in getting rid of H.S.Suhar- 
wardy who had become extremely popular as Prime Minister in both the wings thus 
posing a threat to the authority of President Mirza. Inevitably another crisis was 
cooked up. The Republican Party, Suharwardy’s coalition partners withdrew their 
support to the Government on the one Unit issue. Suharwardy requested the President 
to call a special session of the National Assembly in order to seek a vole of confidence. 
The President refused and Suharwardy was left with no alternative but to resign. 

Two more Cabinets led by I.I.Chundrigar and Fcroz Khan Noon followed 
in quick succession and then Iskendar Mirza gave his final blow to democracy. On 7 
October, 1958 he assumed the role of a dictator, proclaimed Martial law, dismissed 
the central and provincial Governments, abrogated the constitution, dissolved the 
assemblies and appointed the Army Commander, General Ayub Khan, as Chief 
Martial Law Administrator. Ayub outmancuvered him to grab power. 

During these years ( 1954-58) Pakistan was an ally of the US Imperialism. It 
lost its prestige in the Arab World because of its involvement in SEATO and CENTO. 
President Nasser of Egypt severely criticized these pacts. The Soviet Union accused 
Pakistan of sharing the aggressive attitudes of the West and strongly supported the 
Indian stand on various issues especially Kashmir. Pakistan's image was greatly 
tarnished by the Suharwardy Government. It declined to give active support to Arab 
Countries against Impcrialist-Zionist attack when Jamal Nasser and the forces of 
Egypt took hold of Egypt. 2 

In the year 1957, Qadianis had been actively involved in Pakistan politics 
through the bureaucracy and pro-western lobby. The involvement was so deep that 
the Government had to work on a proposal for declaring (hem a political organization. 
A well-informed correspondent disclosed in the Muslim Islamabad. 

"I remember in 1957 the Punjab CID had made out a case to declare the 
Jammal-i-Ahmadya as a political organization because it had become suspect in the 
eyes of the then Government of the Punjab. A subsidiary of this Jarnat was declared 
as an unlawful organization by the Government and the Government servants were 
warned to sever their connections with it. This subsidiary organization was known as 
Ahmadi Intelligence Staff which had planted secret cells in the various government 
departments. As a result a list of the Ahmadi officers in the armed services was in the 
dry of Lahore and other big towns. It had come to the notice of the Government that 
the Ahmadi officers used to hold secret meetings." 3 
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The secret workings of theJamai assumed new dimensions under the Martial 
Law of 1958. Ayub patronized the movement to let itgrow and spread its tentacles 
abroad. 
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QADIYANIAT SPREADS ITS 
TENTACLES 

The coup staged by Ayub is said to have the backing of the CIA. 1 From 27 
October, 1958 to June, 1962 Pakistan was ruled by the military junta under the martial 
law regulations that could not be challenged in any Court of Law. Political parties 
banned, leaders were put behind the bars, severe restrictions on the liberty of the press 
were imposed and the public opinion was stifled. 

Qadianis found the military dictatorship a boon in disguise. It provided them 
an opportunity to organize themselves further and establish new missions abroad as 
they had been doing under the protection of British Imperialism in the past. They 
collaborated both with the military rulers and the bureaucracy to get key posts in fast 
expanding economic institutions and public organizations. They enjoyed the full 
support of Imperialism and world Zionism in their ventures in Pakistan and abroad. 

Ayub harped on the theme of better ties with the United States. An year 
after his military coup, he signed a bilateral Mutual Defence Agreement with the US. 
Military bases were provided to America and it was allowed to use Pakistan territory 
for surveillance activities of the Soviet Union. 2 

Reliance on Ahmadls: Ayub relied on Qadiani community in all important matters. 
In critical sector of economic planning and international field he encouraged them to 
get important positions. In view of a tilt towards the US in foreign policy, the economic 
assistance from America which was less than $10 in 1952 rose to $380 million in 1963. 
Pakistan responded with ‘acts of friendship.’ Mirza Muzaffar Ahmad (M.M Ahmad), 
the grandson of Mirza Ghulam Ahmad, a notorious bureaucrat became Finance 
Secretary and afterwards the Deputy Chairman of the Planning Commission of 
Pakistan. He was responsible for creating regional imbalances in Pakistan economy 
in collaboration with the Zionist backed economic groups like Ford Foundation and 
Harvard Advisory Group . These Groups transmitted a stream of economists to the 
Planning Commission and Provincial Planning Departments to prepare Five Year 
Plans of Pakistan. The defective planning resulted in East-West disparity and conse- 
quently loss of Eastern Wing of the country. 

Zafaruliah in the UN: In 1961, Zafarullah was not re-elected a judge of IGJ. He 
planned to settle down in London to undertake some missionary works but America 
proposed to President Ayub to appoint him in the UN as Pakistan Permanent 
Representative for their closer liaison on major policy issues at the world forum. In 
July ,1961 Ayub stopped at London on his way to the US and asked Zafarullah to get 
ready to go to New Yoric as Pakistan’s Permanent Representative at the U|N. On his 
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return from New York, Ayub told Zafarullah that he had discussed his appointment 
in the UN with the Secretary General Dag Hammerskjold. He was very pleased and 
expressed his great satisfaction over it. On 12 August, 1961 Zafarullah took up the 
charge. He subsequently became the President of the UN General Assembly Session 
of 1962 due to the support provided by the Western lobby. 

Prof. Malalasekra, Permanent Representative of Ceylone (Sri Lanka) and a 
former Ambassador to the USSR was his close rival for the Presidency of the 17th 
Session of the Assembly. He mainly relied on the Russian and East European countries 
support, 1 while Zafarullah had the full backing of non communist bloc. Ambassador 
Yost of the US delegation to the UN assured him of full support from America and 
its allies in attaining the Presidency of the 17th Session. President Kennedy of the US 
and President Ayub of Pakistan addressed this Assembly Session. 

On 27 April, 1962 the Kashmir issuewas brought before the Security Council 
by Pakistan with Sir Zafarullah again as a spokesman. India was represented by 
Krishna Menon. The motion in the Security Council was for India and Pakistan to 
resume conversations concerning Kashmir and was supported by various other 
countries including the US and Britain. The Security Council vetoed the motion on 
22 August, 1962. 2 

President ICJ: After ending of the 17th Session of the Assembly, Zafarullah was 
nominated by Pakistan to contest the election of Judge of the World Court in October, 
1963. He was elected as one of the new Judges of the Court in 1964 for a nine year 
term. He spent about 15 1 /2 years in the World Court, the third longest in the history 
of the Court and was the first Asian to become its President. 

Sir Zafarullah writes: 

‘In February, 1961 when he completed his first term on the Court, he had 
been the senior Judge next only to the President. When he rejoined the Court in 
February, 1964 he came in the bottom. Sir Percy Spender was elected President and 
Judge Wellington Koo became Vice President.’ 3 

An appraisal of his stay in World Court reveals that Sir Zafarullah was 
perhaps the most laconic judge who ever sat at the World Court since the end of the 
Second World War. He covered about 20 pages of the Court’s reports in his personal 
capacity during his entire stay. This stands out in sharp contrast to his loquaciousness 
at the Security Council debates on Kashmir at the late forties. The individual opinions 
which he mostly appended in the form of declarations were expressed briefly, 
sometimes as short as a sentence. His longest declaration was 7 pages long in the 
Namibia advisory opinion 4 This was because he did not have any thorough grounding 
in international law as a researcher in an academic institution as he himself boasted 
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of not having read a single book on international law. Secondly due to his previous 
training as a lawyer he had a matter of fact down to earth approach while academicians 
turned judges had a tendency to write at length. 

South African Case: Sir Zafarullah’s role in 1966 South West Africa Case was a black 
spot in an otherwise positive stay at the World Court. It was so because he failed to 
sit on the bench in this case with the result that it was decided in favour of South Africa 
by the casting vote of President Percy Spender from Australia as an earlier voting 
resulted in a tie. Given the fact that he belonged to the Third World and espoused a 
legal world view which differed from that of the Court, it is almost certain that his 
participation in the case would have meant a verdict against South Africa. His failure 
to take part evoked criticism against him (and indirectly against Pakistan) by many 
countries of the Third World especially by those of the African continent. 1 

Sir Zafarullah, in his personal narrative says: 

'The German South West Africa (Namibia) case was to be heard on the 
merits. South Africa had raised a preliminary objection that the Applicant States, 
Ethiopia and Liberia had no interest in the subject matter of the Application to have 
the locus standi to maintain the application. The Court had over ruled the objection. 
The President, by a questionable manoeuvre, excluded the Pakistan Judge (Zafaru/lah) 
from sitting on the case” 2 (Italics added) 

Dr Ijaz Hussain states: 

"For thepurpose of analysis of reasons of non-participation of Sir Zafarullah 
in this case following facts are relevant to keep in mind. On the first day of hearing of 
the case the President of the Court simply announced that Judge Sir Zafarullah Khan 
will not participate in the decision of this case." No explanation was offered for the 
non-participation but Pakistan’s Foreign Minister in a communication addressed to 
the UN Secretary General attributed it to the fact that Sir Zafarullah was previously 
nominated as an adhoc judge by Ethiopia and Liberia before his election to the World 
Court. In other words, he was not allowed to participate by the President and it was 
not at his own initiative. The question is whether according to the Statue of the 
Council, the President is entitled to stop any judge from participating in a case any 
ground whatsoever. If he is so entitled, is the judge concerned obliged to accept such 
a decision or can he challenge it? Articles 17 and 24 of the Statute cover these 
questions. 

According to these articles, the President or the judge may take the initiative 
for non-participation in a particular case for any reason whatsoever. However, the 
President’s directive is not endowed with the final authority. In case of conflict between 
a judge and the President, the Court as a whole has the final say. 
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Examining the present case did the President in accordance with article 24 
(2) serve a notice on Sir Zafarullah through which he barred him from participating 
in the proceedings? In case he did so did Sir Zafarullah accept the President’s decision. 
And finally if Sir Zafarullah disagreed with the President’s decision was the matter 
settled by the Court in accordance with article 24 (3)? 

As disclosed to the present writer (Dr Ijaz Hussain) in the course of 
conversations which he had with Sir Zafarullah in August, 1978 in London and in 
January, 1982 in Lahore, a kind of notice was served on the latter by the President. 
This was challenged by Sir Zafarullah by writing a letter of protest. The President 
informed him later on that the contents of his letter were discussed individually with 
members of the Court who believed that he (Sir Zafarullah) was not fit to sit on the 
case. When Sir Zafarullah inquired from his colleagues about this incident they denied 
it. He concluded by saying that the President ‘lied’ to him about the opinion of other 
members of the Court in the matter. When the present writer asked Sir Zafarullah to 
explain why he did not challenge the President at that point, he simply answered that 
he did not do so because he regarded the whole affairs "disgusting." 1 

The forgoing account shows that Sir Zafarullah by not asserting the rights 
conferred on him by the Statute failed in his duty as Judge of the World Court. For 
this reason, he became subject of controversy which in turn gave rise to rumours which 
the present writer later on heard circulating in the corridors of the Peace Palace at 
the Hague according to which he acquiesced in the decision of the President because 
his eyes were fixed on the Presidency of the World Court 2 ( Italics added). 

Subsequently when he became the President of the World Court, the 
Security Council requested an Advisory Opinion from the Court on the legal situation 
in Namibia. 

Sir Zafarullah, in his personal narrative says: 

"The irony was that the judge whom Sir Percy Spender had been at pains to 
exclude from sitting on the case was now President of the Court. South Africa objected 
to his participation in his case, without specifying any ground except that he had been 
excluded from participation on the previous occasion. This meant that Counsel for 
South Africa were not convinced that Article 17(2) of the statute stood in the way of 
his participation in the case but wanted to take advantage of the mistaken interpreta- 
tion of that Article by Sir Percy Spender. On objection being raised theCourt withdrew 
to consider it, in the absence of the President, and decided unanimously that there 
was no ground for the objection. After a full hearing and following the procedure 
prescribed, the Court delivered its opinion that South Africa’s mandate for the 
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administration of South West Africa (Namibia) had been validly terminated and that 
there was no longer any legal justification for South Africa’s presence in Namibia." 1 
Against Jamat-e-lslami: With the support of Government, Qadianis got a chance to 
direct their activities against the religious and political movements of East and West 
Pakistan. Jamat-e-Islami was their favourite target. In the Annual Report of the 
Advisory Body of Ahmadya Jamat for 1963, it was decided to mobilize further 
resources to meet the Jamat-e-Islami ‘threat’ by distributing massive literature on the 
issue of the finality of the Prophet (p.b.o.h) and deputing one influential missionary 
for an year in East Pakistan. It was further decided that the Amir Jamat East Pakistan 
should immediately report to the Chief Secretary, IG Police, District Magistrate and 
the incharge police officer in case any trouble was suspected against the Ahmadya 
Jamat. The Amir was advised to keep contact with the subordinate police officials 
also. 2 A 16-page tract entitled ‘Montana Maudoodi and Opposition to Pakistan’ was 
compiled in Bengali and its five thousand copies were distributed in East Pakistan to 
prove alleged ‘anti Pakistan’ character of the Jamat. 

The Report also says that the opponents of the Ahmadya Jamat had always 
tried to create trouble in the name of Khatam-i-Nabuwat in the country. In order to 
meet their threat : 

i) Higher officials be apprised of the activities of the opponents 
meant to create unrest in the country. 

ii) Visit to officials be arranged to explain the background and 
nature of this mischief and to explain its disastrous consequences 
for the peace of the country. 

iii) Attempts be made to quel this mischief through certain regional 
and national papers. 

iv) Ch. Zafarullah Khan’s statement on Khatami-Nabuwat be pub- 
lished in a tract form and sent to higher officials of Police, the 
Ministries and Members of the Parliament. 

v) Other appropriate steps be taken by Nizarat-ilslahOIrshad in this 
context. 3 

Religious organizations of Pakistan found it very difficult to check the 
mounting Qadiani influence in Pakistan. In Foreign Office, Qadiani officials, and their 
well-wishers manoeuvred to prevent Pakistan from cultivating friendly relations with 
certain Arab countries. In bureaucracy these elements towed the line of emerging 
capitalists class. It was a high time for Qadianis to infiltrate into army in accordance 
with a pre-conceived policy. 
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Elections 1965: Ayub regime was a Victorian rule for Rabwah. They felt secure and 
flourished in Pakistan and abroad. In 1965, Ayub announced to hold elections. The 
Martial Law ended and opposition parties formed an alliance called Combined 
Opposition Parties (COP) under the leadership of Miss Fatimah Jinnah. Qadianis 
openly sided with Ayub Khan. A special cell was set up in Rabwah to conduct the 
election campaign of Ayub Khan. Hundreds of posters, pamphlets, hand bills and 
leaflets were brought out by Qadiani-backed fictitious organizations to defame the 
National Awami Party, Jamat-i-Islami and Muslim League (Council) and to carry out 
character assassination campaign of their leaders Qadiani Missions started a similar 
campaign in Western countries in collaboration with Foreign Missions. In the national 
press, lengthy advertisements appeared from Oadiani sponsored organizations in 
which Miss Jinnah’s candidature was challenged on the ground that, under Islam, a 
woman could not be the Head of the State. Funds were raised for the Convention 
League for carrying out the election campaign of Ayub Khan. The Oadiani 
functionaries, in their private meetings called it a humble contribution of the Jamat 
for the ‘deGaule of Asia.’ 

September 1965 War: In September, 1965 War broke out between India and Pakistan. 
India launched an attack across the international border near Lahore in order to divert 
Pakistan forces from Kashmir. What led to the War? Who were the real actors? How 
far Qadianis were involved into it? What were their aspirations during the war? These 
questions need a detailed answer. A short analysis of facts is given to understand the 
Oadiani role in this national crisis. 

It is widely held that President Ayub, General Musa, (C-in-C), General 
Yahya, General Akhtar Malik and Aziz Ahmad (Secretary Foreign Office) through 
an absurd scheming hustled the country into that purposeless war. According to Brig. 
A.R.Siddiqui, Editor Defence Journal of Pakistan, there appeared to have been no 
immediate casus belli in early 1965 to force Pakistan into a haphazard and ill-conceived 
war. After gaining initial tactical and psychological advantages in Kutch by occupying 
two desert hillocks at Birabet and Point 84, Pakistan launched commando and guerrilla 
Operation Gibraltar in Kashmir. According to Brig Siddiqi, Operation Gibraltar 
represented high point of the Pakistani initiative. However, "Since it lacked a com- 
prehensive politico-strategic framework, it placed Pakistan in a rather unenviable 
position from where it could only react to the initiative that India thereafter so Firmly 
secured" 1 

Pakistani Operation Grand Slam (in Chamb) was perhaps (sequentially) the 
high point of its attack tactics, coming as it did after the failure, ‘outlook’ and 
‘character’ of ‘bold and imaginative’ general officers, first Maj Gen. Akhtar Malik then 
Maj. Gen. Yahya Khan. Yet the plan "collapsed on the launching pad" as AltafGauhar 
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puts it in a preface to Asghar Khan’s book. 1 Since 1st September upto the ceasefire 
on 23rd, "India succeeded in getting Pakistan involved in a number of isolated battles 
one after another between Kashmir and Rajisthan, forcing it to over-stretch itself and 
spend force in fierce but largely fruitless defensive engagements, without achieving 
local superiority anywhere." 2 

According to military strategists, ‘Pakistan’s 1965 War was a disastrous 
turning point for the country which narrowed the options facing the ruling group in 
Western Pakistan and led to the separatist movement in the East giving real pos- 
sibilities of secession.’ 3 

General Musa in his book My Version has stated that the then Foreign 
Minister Mr. Zulftqar Ali Bhuttoand Foreign Secretary Aziz Ahmad spurred on by 
Major General Akhtar Hussain Malik, who was commander of our troops in Azad 
Kashmir, pressed the Government to take advantage of the disturbed situation in the 
Valley and directed the Army to send raiders into Indian-held Kashmir for conducting 
guerrilla activities there and help on a longterm basis the locals in organizing a 
movement with a view to eventually starting an uprising against the occupying power. 
According to them, steps taken by the Director Intelligence Bureau (DIB) till then 
were not only ineffective but had also alerted the army of occupation, which as a 
consequence had tightened its suppressive and security measures. 4 
Qadiani Conspiracy: A month before the war when Pakistani guerrillas were creating 
unrest in Occupied Kashmir, Ahmadis organized the First European Convention in 
London from 3-7 August, 1965. Representatives of Ahmadya Missions from the 
European countries participated. It was inaugurated by Sir Zafarullah, then Judge 
ICJ. It was claimed that Ahmadya Jamat had set up their missions in 75 different 
countries including 18 in Britain. The delegates emphasized that if Ahmadya Jamat 
would come into power, it would impose taxes on rich people, redistribute wealth, 
wipe out interest and impose ban on liquor. 5 

The late Agha Shorish Kashmiri $ays that Nawab Kalabagh, then Governor 
of West Pakistan told him that Qadianis were anxious to return to Qadian at all costs. 
They wanted to get Qadian either through collaboration or through a conflict with 
India. One day, Gen. Akhtar Malik Qadiani visited the Nawab in N athiagali (Murree). 
He persuaded him to impress upon Ayub Khan the need to launch an armed attack 
on Kashmir. He assured the Nawab that Pakistan would get Kashmir. The Nawab was 
astonished to hear this cacophony. He, however, declined to discuss the issue with 
Ayub saying that he was neither a military expert nor knew anything about the war 
strategy. He proposed him to discuss it directly with him. Akhtar then told him that 
Ayub had not agreed to it for he feared violation of international border of Pakistan 
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by the Indian forces. The Nawab told him that Ayub had already become angry with 
him because some Americans had given him a wrong impression that the Nawab had 
planned to seize power. He would suspect Awans (both the Nawab and Akhtar were 
Awan by caste) had been conspiring against his rule. 

During these days, he (Nawab) received a hand bill from the Pakistan CID 
which was widely distributed in Azad Kashmir by Qadiani Jamats. It said: 

‘The state of Jammu and Kashmir will, insha ullah, be free. Its victory and 
glory lies in the hands of Ahmadyal’ (Prophecy of Muslih Maood).’ 2 

The Nawab realized that Gen. Akhtar Malik was striving for the fulfilment 
of the said prophecy. Shorish narrated this event to Majid Nizami, Editor of the daily 
Nawai Waqt Lahore, who also confirmed it. He also happened to discuss it with Dr 
Javed Iqbal, (Dr Muhammad Iqbal’s son). He was astonished to know the (Qadiani 
plan) and disclosed that in the month of July (1965), SirZafaruIlah met him in America 
and requested him to take a message for President Ayub that a very opportune time 
had come to invade Kashmir. Pakistan Army would definitely succeed and there would 
be no violation of Pak territory. Dr Javed conveyed Zafarullah’s message to Ayub who 
requested him not to tell it to any one else. 3 

It is evident that Qadianis, in collaboration with Imperialist-Zionist agencies 
plotted to dismember Pakistan by the separation of East Pakistan and balkanization 
of West Pakistan into small states, an inevitable outcome of a military defeat. Pakistan 
forces fought valiantly to frustrate the Indian aggressive designs. It was in late August 
that India had made a series of moves across the cease-fire line with its regular armed 
forces and claimed to have captured at least nine important Pakistan positions in a 
major offensive into Azad Kashmir. These included the strategic Hajri Pir Pass. To 
forestall further aggression by the Indian troops, Azad Kashmir forces supported by 
the Pak Army captured Chamb area of the Jammu-Bhirnber sector. On 5 Septermber 
Pakistan forces occupied Jurian near Akhnor, the road linking Jammu with Srinagar 
and Poonch and the Indian land route to the Valley was seriously threatened. The war 
lasted for 17 days. 

During the September War Qadianis prepared special tracts which high- 
lighted the prophecies of Mirza Ghulam Ahmad and Mirza Mahmud regarding the 
destiny of Kashmir. It was stated with optimism that God had already made the future 
events known to his Promised Messiah, Mirza Ghulam Ahmad and his loving son 
Mirza Bashiruddin Mahmud, Khalifa of the community and "the present events could 
be seen against the background of these prophetic utterances." 4 It was further claimed 
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on the basis of these prophecies that God revealed to Mirza Mahmud, the occurrence 
of Sino-Indian border clashes nine year ago (1956) and the entry of Pak forces into 
India eight years ago. These Heavenly signs have been fulfilled now. 1 Mirza Mahmud 
was on the death bed at the time of September War. He suffered from numerous 
diseases and was almost insane. It was Mirza Nasir Ahmad, his heir-apparent, Sir 
Zafarullah, M.M. Ahmed, and a small group of army officers which worked behind the 
scene. 

The Oadiani tract (Present Events and Some Heavenly Scriptures) prepared 
for wider circulation in Azad Kashmir and the Indian-Held Kashmir predicted a 
triumphant tvtum of Ah mad is to Qadian through Kashmir (Italics added). The political 
aspirations of Ahmadi elders couched in the elliptical language of dreams and visions 
are reflected in between the lines: 

i) Some dreams and visions of the Promised Messiah, 28 April, 1905: 
Clear Victory; I will come to thee with My Army (TazkiraBook 
of Revelations and Dreams of Mirza Ghulam Ahmad, p.539). 

ii) Shastri’s prophecy turned out false (29 April, 1905), (Tazkira 
P.539).Shastri referred to in the prophecy is Lai Bahadur Shastri, 
the Indian Prime Minister. His claim of capturing Pakistan and 
Kashmir proved false. 2 

iii) Return to Qadian : On 9 November, 1898, I (Mirza Ghulam 
Ahmad), in a dream saw that I was coming into Qadiani but it was 
very dark and it was difficult to find the way. I walked along 
anyhow and some secret power seemed to guide me until I 
reached Qadian. I saw the mosque which is now in possessi n of 
the Sikhs. Then I walked along the street which come straight 
from the quarter of the Kashmiris. I felt much troubled and feared 
I might lose my senses. I was repeating Lord, manifest Thyself, 
Lord, manifest Thyself. My hand was in the hands of a lunatic and 
he also repeated my supplication. ..Then I saw two dogs a black 
and a white one, a man who cut their paws. Afterwards it revealed 
to me ‘You are the best Ummah ordained for the wellbeing of the 
people’. (Tazkira, p.838) 

iv) Three more revelations of Mirza Ghulam Ahmad were cited to 
prove that God would help (Ahmadis) return to Qadian. 3 

v) The tract cited an address of Mirza Mahmud entitled India, China 
and Kashmir Problem which he delivered on 28 December, 1956 
at Rabwah. In that address he predicted that with the American 
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assistance Ahmadis would be able to return to Qadian. In the 
words of Mirza Mahmud: 

‘India will face a danger from the North and the East. It would 
not be able to withstand it despite having power. It would lose 
Russian sympathies too. Pray to God; Never think that our 
Government is weak or wc are weak. I see God’s finger pointing 
to it. God will provide a chance whereby Russia and its allies 
would leave India and America would be constrained to take 
urgent steps for the fear that Russia and its allies might not 
intervene. 

Hence you need not be disappointed. Trust in God. God will 
create favourable conditions for you. Donot you see Jews had 
waited for J 300 years and ultimately occupied Palestine. But you 
wait for 1.100 years. It is possible that you may not have to wait 
for 13 years or even 10 years and God would shower His blessings 
upon you.’ 1 

vi) On the basis of yet another dream of Mirza Mahmud (which 
appeared in daily Alfazl dated 30 May, 1957) the entry' of Pak 
forces into India was described as a ‘Heavenly sign and harbinger 
of happy news to the Ahmadya Community.’ 2 

Oadianis plan to return to Qadian after the ‘balkanization’ of Pakistan 
miserably failed mainly due to bold resistance of Pak Army to defend their motherland. 
Ayub Khan , never'heiess realized that Qadianis were the foreign agents and could 
never be loyal to Pakistan or to him. It became clear to him that they were the pawns 
in the Imperialist game and could any time turn against him. But it was difficult to 
take immediate action against them. 

On 2 February, 1966 a 7-man Qadiani team of journalists visited Chamb 
Jaurian and Sialkot border areas of the war. Allah Ditta, Editor Alfurqan, Rahwah 
who was one of the team members .writes that the 17-day Indo-Pak War had 
established that the fateful days of Kashmiris would end. Tashkent Declaration 
seemed to have brought some change in the situation. However it would be possible 
that God’s help might come soon and in a more forceful way.’ 3 
Agonising Death: Mirza Mahmud died after a protracted illness on 8 November, 1965. 
Mirza Nasir Ahmad became new head of the community. Mumtaz Ahmad Faruqi 
describes the agonising conditions in which he died in Rabwah. 

‘He suffered from a stroke of paralysis as was diagnosed by several doctors. 
Even Mirza Mahmud referred to it in some of his lectures delivered in 1955-56. 
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Paralysis has been described by the Promised Messiah (in his book Anjam-i-Atham 
p.6i) as a ‘punishment of affliction’ and he threatened his enemies with ‘paralysis’ and 
insanity’ as a punishment. At present (1 964-65) Mirza Mahmud Ahmad behaves like 
a man bereft of his senses and this state of things has gone on for the last several years. 
Those who have managed to see him state that at time he cries out with pain and fear 
and moves restlessly like a fish out of water. Only on rare special occasions he is 
brought out and sometimes startsweeping. These conditions are even borne out, more 
or less by a brief report from Dr Mirza Munawar Ahmad (the son of Mirza Mahmud 
Ahmad), as published at page two of the newspaper Alfazl of Rabwah, dated 19. 8.196 1 . 
He writes as follows: 

‘Nervous prostration like the loss of memory, and emotional outbursts (like 
at the mention of holy names, places, and events) are more or less prevalent. Some 
days the symptoms dwindle but again they intensify; and so the trouble goes on. 
Because of remaining in prostrate position, there is tension followed by numbness in 
the leg muscles. All possible efforts to make His Holiness walk a little have failed all 
along...’ 

Since this Qadiani community believes that a Khalifa can not be deposed, 
so they still accept this sick, afflicted and ‘useless’ man as their spiritual head, when 
the very Hand of God’ had struck him down from his elevalcd post. Some years ago, 
Mirza Mahmud Ahmad was physically attacked by a person and a deep wound inflicted 
in hisneck. It was symbolic. However the work of the Rabwah Community has perforce 
to be carried out by a ‘Council’ presided over by Mirza Nasir Ahmad, the eldest son 
of Mirza Mahmud Ahmad. A lesson must be learned from this fact, and those who 
are deputed and appointed by God Himself, never became paralytic and insane and 
thus useless for their task.’ 1 

Prophetic Curse: During the life time of Mirza Ghulam Ahmad and Mirza Mahmud 
many Qadianis laid claim to Messiahship, Prophcthood and ‘Risalat.’ There are over 
30 such claimants. One amongst them was Khawaja Muhammad Ismail. He studied 
in Oadian in 1916, did his graduation from Islamia College, Lahore and worked in a 
private firm. In 1933, he finally settled in Oadian and was a devotee and body guard 
of Mirza Mahmud. He wrote some booklets -Asmemi Badshahat, hhad-ul-Almin etc 
and finally claimed to be the Mahdi, Messiah and the Prophet of the age. He was 
expelled from Oadian and finally settled down at 8 Bodwood, London S.W.II. He 
threw up numerous challenges of Mobahala to Mirza Bashir Ahmad and Mirza 
Mahmud, condemned Qadiani papacy and launched a crusade against Rabwah. He 
put out some prophecies and revelationary utterances predicting a humiliating death 
for Mirza Mahmud, alleged to be a "wicked fellow," a "Pharoah” and an "Impostor." 
He boasted a lot when Mirza Mahmud died in 1965 and on the pattern set by Mirza 
Qadiani he published tracts to prove the veracity of his claims. He used all weapons 
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of Mirza Ghulam Ahmad’s arsenal to silence Rabwah. It caused a lot of embarrass- 
ment to Qadjani elders but they had to pocket the insult. 

50 -Years of Mahmudi Raj: Mirza Mahmud held full control over the Ahmadya 
community over 50 years. He was an established Imperialist stooge, a lackey of Jews 
and a very loyal servant of the British Crown. He .nevertheless, organized Ahmadis 
into a strong Jamal and through his policy of collaboration with the alien powers 
reaped financial benefits. He promoted his family, invested in real estate and pur- 
chased large shares of industrial concerns. He set up his own business enterprises viz. 
Ahmadya Store, Globe Trading Company, Gate Factory, Star Hosiery, Darul Sanat, 
Himalaya Glass Factory, Vedic Yunani Dawakhana and Sind Vegetable Oil and Allied 
Company, accumulated wealth and responded to the call of his masters through his 
spy-cum missionary network which was established mainly in British colonies. He was 
an average but astute politician, an unscrupulous bargainer and a great opportunist 
of his time. He knew how to snub his opponents and curb the movements that arose 
against him. ‘His Holiness’ was alleged to be a Rasputin, and a Pia Jan of Matya Mahal 
of Oadian. 2 He held such a powerful sway over his gullible community that despite all 
his shortcomings, they sang in chorus: ‘Khalifa could do no wrong.’ He was regarded 
an infallible and God-Sent Khalifa. The "credit" goes to him for establishing firmly 
the false prophethood of the Mirca and creating an unbridgeable schism in the body 
politic of Islam. 

Many Qadianis embraced Bahai creed as Oadian drew heavily on Bahai 
sources to advance their arguments in favour of continuity of Prophethood and other 
beliefs. Molvi Abdullah Vakil, Master Faqirullah, Mahfoozul Haq Iimi and some other 
Oadianis turned Bahai preachers, deplored the hypocracy ofMitza Mahmud for what 
he believed and what he preached among his followers. 

Mirza Mahmud was a master of dirty tricks. He forsaw a bright future for 
his Jamat in setting up a mission in Israel. His half a century tenure was directed to 
serve colonial masters and their Zionist collaborators. He wished to set up an 
Ahmadya power base in the sub-continent for which he served the British Imperialist 
cause throughout his life and stooped too low to promote their colonial interests, but 
could not succeed in his venture. He did not have any sympathy or regard for the 
national liberation movements that sprang in India and other Muslim countries against 
colonialism. Qadianis proved themselves a team of sychophants working for Im- 
perialist domination. Whenever any political crises ensued in India or a movement 
started against the British, Qadianis put out massive adulatory literature to justify the 
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alien rule. They were always in the forefront to present addresses of welcome to the 
new Viceroys and the Governors of Punjab to apprise them of their political doctrines 
and express their utmost loyalty for the British Raj. In most cases Zafarullah, the 
alterego of Imperialism, led the team of flunkies to shower praise on new masters. 

Even before assumption of power in Qadian in 1914, Mirza Mahmud 
opposed the Cawnpore Mosque Agitation (1913). He extended all sort of help to the 
British in the First World War (1914-1918). He employed his Jamat and himself 
worked actively to sabotage national movements that arose in 1920s specially Civil 
Disobedience Movements. In 1934, Ahrars made a bold attempt to storm the Bastille 
in order to dispel the belief that Qadian was invincible. Qadian hoisted a petard at 
them but the fervid admiration the Ahrars received from the Punjab Muslims gave 
them an immense popularity. He dabbled in the politics of Kashmir to axe his grinde. 
He wanted to establish an Ahmadya power centre in the Slate and win new converts 
in Kashmir. His plans were frustrated by Ahrars. After a good deal of opposition in 
early 30s, he cleverly turned to the Congress on the eve of Elections in 1937. He 
discredited Muslim League and praised the Congress leadership when it formed 
ministries in some provinces in 1937. Qadiani press launched wild attacks on the 
Muslim League and questioned its credentials. He, in collaboration with the Unionists 
of the Punjab worked against the League and its leadership. When Pakistan movement 
was gaining popularity, Mirza Mahmud opposed the demand for Pakistan because the 
establishment of a Muslim state was an anathema to him. He was a great exponent of 
Akhund Hindustan or United India. After the establishment of Pakistan he fled from 
Qadian in the garb of a fortune seeker. He conspired against the integrity of Pakistan 
and aspired to get back Qadian at the cost of solidarity of the country. 

The half a century period of his papacy witnessed a series of internal 
dissentions and militant uprisings against him and his family members. After assump- 
tion of power (1914), his first ‘success’ was to oust Khawaja Kamal-ud-Din party from 
Qadian to capture the gaddi of his father. Qadiani heavy weights like Mofvi Muham- 
mad Ali, Dr Busharat Ahmad, Mirza Yaqu.b Beg etc were knocked out in a ‘free style’ 
bout at Qadian. They sought refuge in Lahore and set up an Anjuman to run the affairs 
of the splinter group. He faced the challenge of Lahore Jamat and counteracted their 
designs and attempts to topple his mini empire of Qadian. In late twenties he faced 
the challenge of Mistrees and succeeded to check their Mubahila campaign, obviously 
in collaboration with his mentors. Multani-Misri uprisings (1937) and finally the tirade 
of Haqiqat Pasand Party brought him a good deal of notoriety. 

Mirza Mahmud wielded absolute power to maintain the integrity of his 
community. He could not tolerate the slightest criticism against him. Qne could dare 
to differ with him only except at the cost of his expulsion and, excommunication from 
the community. His internal espionage system was quite powerful to deal with 
dissidents. This system contributed greatly to restore the confidence of his followers 
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in his ‘khilafat’. He created a special breed of Qadiani controvertialists who threw 
challenges of Munazira (public debates) and engaged ulema in resultless theological 
discussions to establish the veracity of Ahmadya creed. They promoted the British 
policy of ‘divide and rule ’and did their utmost to make Qadianis believe that the 
praetorian order set up in the name of khilafat was a must for the progress and growth 
of Ahmadya Community. Every Qadiani functionary contributed his mite towards 
image-building of Mir/.a Mahmud. They put out splurge of literature based on 
prophecies of the Mirza to spruce up the profile of Mirza Mahmud during the time 
of internal crisis. His mercenaries like Allah Ditta Jallundhry, Jalal Din Shams, Hafiz 
Roshan Ali, Qazi Muhammad Nazir, Ghulam Rasul Rajiki and Abdul Rehman 
Khadim were specialized in the art of controversy which bordered on stupidity. 
Servility and sychopancy were the main traits of their character. 

Although the hirelings of Mirza Mahmud projected him as the Promised 
Son i.e. Muslih Maud foretold by the Mirza since 1914 yet he waited for 30 years to 
assume this title in ( 1944) through an alleged revelation. After that he was painted in 
the garnish hues as saviour of Ahmadyat. He inculcated a sense of servile submission 
in the minds of his followers. When he unscrupulously gave a different version of his 
beliefs to the Munir Committee in 1954 and took up the position similar to that 
adopted by Lahore Jamat in order to deceive the Court, very few of his followers 
objected to his pretention. 

Certainly there were Ahmadis who did not like his involvement in politics 
and hated the dubious ways he had been employing to amass wealth for his personal 
ends, but they lacked courage to stand up in revolt. Their personal interests, economic 
benefits and family and community relations prevented them to utter a word against 
the ‘infallible Muslih Maud.’ 

Mirza Qadiani created an empire on the basis of his false prophethood for 
his family to let them live a luxurious life. Its greatest benefiary was Mirza Mahmud 
Ahmad. He staunchly believed in polygamy and had four wives throughout his life. At 
the fag end of his tenure he left many followers singing paeans of praise for him just 
out of blind love for him. 
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NASIR SWAYS 
POWER 

Muza Nasir Ahmad, the third successor of the community assumed power 
on 8 November ,1965. Mirza Mahmud had already chosen him as his successor. 
Members of Lahore Jamat specially Abdul Rehman Misri had been alleging since 
1935 the possibility of Mirza Nasir’s succession to Qadian’s gaddi. 

Bom on 16 November, 1909 in Qadian, Mirza Nasir graduated from the 
Government College, Lahore in 1934 and got higher education at Oxford. From 1939 
to 1944 he was the Principal of the Jamia Ahmadya, Qadian and afterwards the founder 
principal of Talim-ul-Islam College, Qadian. He took active part in preparation of 
separate Ahmadya memorandum for the Boundary Commission (1947). He was a 
member of the Organizing Committee of the Furqan Battalion which fought in 
Saadabad Valley during the Kashmir War (1948). 

There were many juicy tales about his ‘colourful’ career which one could 
hear from Ahmadi youths in the remote comers of Rabwah specially during the 
Annual Gatherings. Some stories are incredible, others too revolting, yet all of them 
are allegedly substantiated by a barrage of evidences. The day Mirza Nasir assumed 
power, the story-tellers went underground. Like his father, he unleashed the system 
of terror on his dissenting followers. His private armies of Khudam spied on the 
activities of Rabwahites and kept him informed of all that went on in and around his 
‘empire.’ He embroiled himself in politics and looked to his foreign masters for 
guidance and support. 

Mirza Nasir Ahmad inherited a financial empire and an organized com- 
munity of followers Irving in many pans of world. They aU responded to the call of 
their head and were ready to contribute generously to Qadiani exchequer for propaga- 
tion of their faith. A look at the organizational pattern and growth of Jamat in other 
parts of world will give an insight into the system which was painstakingly developed 
by Mirza Mahmud for personal ends. 

Organizational Pattern and Growth: The organizational set up of the Jamat which 
Mirza Mahmud evolved was totally different from that outlined by Mirza Ghulam 
Ahmad in his book ‘Alwasiyat’ (Will). Since he claimed to be the Muslih Maood 
ordained by God to carry out his father’s mission, he could do every thing he deemed 
necessary for the ‘progress’ and ‘integrity’ of the Jamat which directly owed its cohesion 
to its minority character under an autocratic leadership and to the backings of the 
alien powers. 

The superstructure of the community developed by him had certain salient 
features. It is a briefly described below: 
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Organization: The central organization of the community is represented by the Sadar 
Anjuman-i-Ahmadya which is composed of a Nazir-i-Ala (Chief Secretary) who acts 
as a President and several other Nazirs (Secretaries) who are incharge of various 
departments. The Principal Nazir are i) Nazir Bait-ul-Mal (Secretary Treasury) ii) 
Nazir Amoor-i-Aama (Secretary General Affairs of the Organization), iii) Nazir 
Amoor-i-Khatja (Secretary dealing with Foreign Affairs and matter relating to other 
communities and the Government, iv) Nazir Talim-o-Tarbiyat (Secretary Education 
and training v) Nazir Islah-o-Irshad (Secretary missionary works) vi) Nazir Talif-o- 
Ishaat (Secretary for compilation and publication, vii) Nazir Dhiafat (Secretary 
hospitality). 

Besides these ministries there is an Advisory Council which Mirza Mahmud 
set up in order to give false sense of participation to his gullible disciples. 
Majlis-i-Mushawarat: Mirza Mahmud established the Majlis (Advisory Council) of 
the Khalifa. It was set up in 1922. It is composed of elected and nominated delegates 
of the community. Total number of its members is not yet finally fixed, but is between 
500 and 600. Roughly 75% of the members are elected by affiliated branches of Sadar 
Anjuman-i-Ahmadya (Central Organization) all over the country. The remaining 
members are nominated by the Khalifa himself to provide representation for such 
sections of the community as may not otherwise be adequately represented, or are 
invited to attend as individuals whose advice the Khalifa is desirous of obtaining. It 
usually meets once a year, or when required to discuss special issues. It tenders advice 
to the Khalifa, discusses annual budget, considers reports of the committee set up to 
analyse issue etc but the decision of the Khalifa is final and has to be accepted. (Italics 
added). 

Budget: A budget is prepared every year by Sadar Anjuman-i-Ahmadya containing 
estimates of receipts and expenditure for the ensuing financial year and is submitted 
by the Secretary Treasury to the Khalifa’s Advisory Council before the end of current 
financial year. It is scrutinized by the Finance Sub committee of the Advisory Council 
and then recommended for sanction by the Council to the Khalifa with such modifica- 
tions as the Council might wish to make. The Khalifa then directs the Economy 
Committee to further scrutinize the proposals for expenditure and finally sanctions 
the budget himself. Sanction for any extraordinary expenditure which has to be 
incurred during the financial year and for excess grants must be obtained as occasion 
arises from the Khalifa, but such extra or excess expenditure must, under the directions 
of the Khalifa be reported to the Majlis (Council) in its next session. 

Judicial System: Mirza Mahmud also established a Judicial System. The ‘Qadha’ or 
the judicial system was instituted in 1925. Under this system, jurisdiction is exercised 
by individual Qadhis (Judges or Magistrates). There is an appeal to a Board of Qadhis 
and a second appeal from the Board to the Khalifa. If the Khalifa himself should 
happen to be a party to or interested in the result of a case.the decision of the Board 
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of Appeal is final. The Qadha is said to have dealt with only civil disputes of such 
nature as are not usually required by the law of the country to be dealt with by the 
ordinary courts. If for some reason, it is found necessary to have recourse to the 
ordinary civil courts, this may only be done with permission obtained from the 
appropriate department of the community. One special feature of the judicial system 
is that while the judges occupy themselves with the decision of cases, machinery for 
execution of decree is not attached to the Qadha, but is a part of the Department of 
the Nazir Umoor-i-Amma. There were court fees levied by the Qadha which were 
subsequently suspended. 

Mirza Mahmud exercised control over the members of the community 
outside the headquarter at Rabwah through Amirs appointed by him and through 
branch Anjumans affiliated to the Sadar Anjuman. Wherever there are a few Ahmadis, 
they are required to set up an Anjuman. The Amir organizes the local members and 
regulates the affairs of the community in accordance with the directives of the Centre. 
Sectional Assosiation: Mirza Mahmud divided the whole community into different 
sections. There is women’s association called the Lajna Imaullah (established in 1922) 
and Nasarat-i Ahmadya, an association of younger girls. The male members are divided 
into three organizations viz, Arial-il-Ahmadya (Children between the ages of 9 and 
15). Khudam-il'Ahmadya (Youngmen between 15 and 40) and Ansarullah (over 40 
years). 

Subscriptions: Mirza Mahmud paid special attention to build up the financial base 
for the Jamat. Every member is required to contribute a minimum of 6.25% of his 
income to the funds of the Central Anjuman and quite an appreciable number 
contribute minimum of 10 percent. Apart from the compulsory contribution, there are 
several other contributions to different funds. Some zealots bequeath 1 /10th of their 
movable and immovable property in favour of Sadar Anjuman Ahmadya, Rabwah to 
get a burial place in the Cemetery of Paradise. 

Foreign Missions: Establishment of foreign mission was particular area of Mirza 
Mahmud’s concern. He has two main bodies working under him at the headquarter 
viz, Sardar Anjuman Ahmadya and Tehrik-i-Jadid Anjuman. All the missions outside 
Pakistan are run by the Tehrik-i-Jadid. This Department sends out missionaries with 
the approval of the Khalifa and looks after the problems and the needs of all the 
missions. To run the local organizations, the Missions elect their officers, i.e. President, 
Vice President and Secretaries for various duties. The Amir is directly appointed by 
the Khalifa, is his personal representative and is directly responsible to him alone. The 
Central Officers in a country form the Management Committee which is charged with 
the smooth running of the Mission. 1 2 


1 . Mr Khalso'a judgement In Syed Ariautlah Shah Bokhari case (1935) gives Ihe nalure of this system that existed 

2. Tehrik-i-Jadid Rabwah, December, 1973 ' 
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Financial Base: Alter the death of Hakim Nuruddin in March, 1914 when Mirza 
Mahmud assumed power in Qadian, the total declared budget of the community was 
Rs. 2.2 thousand. It gradually increased and ran into millions in few years. The main 
factors which contributed to the expansionary activities of the budget were i) support 
of the British Government in the form of recruitment in the Army, lucrative jobs in 
civil scivice, special favours like sanction of construction and supply contracts, etc (ii) 
Transfer of secret funds to Qadian to counter political movement in India and abroad, 
(iii) income obtained from investments in various enterprises and from the estates. 
The British offered valuable lands to them at nominal prices in Sind, Punjab and other 
parts of India, (iv) placement of funds from foreign (intelligence) agencies. 

The income from fixed and regular contributions was Rs.21,794 in 1913-14 
which rose to Rs.238,991 in 1923-24. It stood at Rs.274,576 in 1933-34 and at the time 
of the Second War (1938-39) it amounted to Rs.313,317.The regular contributions in 
post-Second World War period (1945-46) stood at Rs.740,404. After the Partition 
these contributions stood at Rs.638,398 in 1947-48 when Mirza Mahmud set up a 
centre in Pakistan. In the next decade 1958-59, there was a sharp rise in the income 
and the total contribution was recorded at Rs. 1,2 10, 692. At the time of Mirza 
Mahmud’s death these subscriptions shot up to about Rs.1.9 million showing a good 
contribution to the Ahmadya exchequer. 1 

TheTehrik-i-Jadid programme launched in 1934 registered a sharp increase 
in contributions. In 1935-36 its total budget was Rs.97,888. After a decade it rose to 
Rs.259,676 an appreciable increase. From Rs.312,836 in 1947-48 it went up to 
Rs.324,932 in 1957-58. By 1964 it was around Rs.0.36 million. 2 

It may be clarified that these figures do not represent the real resource 
position of the Jamat. 

African Missions: Mirza Mahmud targeted Africa since 1st World War. With the 
active support of British Imperialism, Qadianis set up their missions in its large part. 
Imperialist powers had an eye on Africa because nature has blessed this region with 
invaluable material resources. Its geographical location in the world globe carries 
strategic importance. These powers always contested with one another to extend their 
sphere of influence over this area. The British Imperialism, however, controlled a large 
part of Africa and exploited its resources for its colonial ends. 

In early 50s, pressed hard by the force of national liberation movements, 
European colonials had to leave Africa, but neo-colonialism as system of Imperialists 
exploitation still exists in Afro- Asian countries. Adapting themselves to a changed 
situation and keeping young sovereign countries within the orbit of their economic 
domination and political influence and retaining indirect political and military control 


contributions a re Zakal money, Income from investment etc; general subscriptions and contribtfionlor Annt 
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over many of them, the Imperialist countries hope to preserve the system of economic 
and political dependence. 

Israel has acted not only as an outpost of Imperialism against the Arabs in 
the Middle East but it has also been used against the oppressed people of Africa. In 
this connection the modus opmindi of Imperialism has been different. While in the 
Middle East Israel displays naked aggression and persists in the policy of occupation, 
in Africa the Imperialist sponsored Israeli moves have been more subtle, indirect and 
disguised. It offers technical and economic help to the under developed countries or 
Africa. Under this policy the Israelis, particularly in 1960s, established close economic 
and cultural relations with a number of newly independent African countries where 
there were pro-West governments in power. The Israelis gave ‘technical assistance’ and 
even ‘economic help’ to these countries, worked on the construction of roads, ports 
and educational institutions. In some of the countries the Israelis offered cooperation 
in the military field. Many Israeli military experts worked on African soil as "advisers" 
and many African countries sent their defence personnel to Israel for training. But 
the more significant aspect of Israeli incursions into Africa was its close collaboration 
with the racist regimes of South Africa and former Rhodesia. Israeli military expertise 
was available to them for suppressing anti-colonial and anti-apartheid liberation 
movements. 

Qadianis have the full-backings of the Imperialist-Zionist lobby in Africa. 
They are their loyal and dependable agents. The Ahmadya Missions are stronghold 
of Imperialism and are involved in spying and strengthening the political and ideologi- 
cal influence of Israel in Africa. They work to make African countries Israel’s political 
allies and mobilize support for Zionist aggression against the Arab states. Israeli 
Zionists seek entrance into African trade, social, political and religious circles with a 
view to subjecting them to their influence. Their main targetsof attack are the African 
intellectuals, young people, trade unions, economic organizations and emerging 
political leadership. Qadianis had intimate relations and personal contacts with Israeli 
advisers, technocrats, military officers, diplomats and agents of Mossad. In Ghana, 
Invoty Coast, Nigeria and Sierra Leone Qadianis played a vital political role at the 
behest of Israel. In 1961, Mirza Mahmud declared. ‘God has preserved the countries 
of Africa for Ahmadyat. The future of Ahmadyat is ctosely linked with Africa.’ 1 As a 
result of it, Mirza Mahmud organized so-called missionary activities in Nigeria, Ghana, 
Sierra Leone, Liberia, Togoland, Ivory Cost and Gambia in West Africa and Kenya, 
Uganda and Tanganika and through them extended influence to Congo, Rhodesia 
and Nyasaland. In South Africa due to Government restrictions, they could not send 
a missionaty from Rabwah but local Qadianis worked under the instructions of 
Khalifa. 


Alf&zl Rabwah, 8 February, 



352 


Nasir Sways Power 

There was only one mission in London established in 1914 but in 1964 under 
Tehrik-i-Jadid there were 66 missions in 31 countries manned by 152 Qadiani 
missionaries-69 were sent from Rabwah and 83 were natives. 1 These missions operated 
in Britian, Spain, Switzerland, Scandinavia, British Guiana, Singapore, Borneo, 
Mauritius, Israel, Syria, Aden, Fiji, Holland, West Germany, Lebanon, Latin America, 
Nigeria, Ceylone, Malaysia, Indonesia and Africa. Total number of worship places 
were 291 in 1964 most of them were in Africa. There were 59 Ahmadya educational 
institutions with over 50% concentration in Africa. Three medical missionaries served 
in Nigeria and Sierra Leone. Mirza Mahmud gave special attention to the press as a 
vehicle to propagate Jamal beliefs in foreign lands. There were 17 papers of the 
community including one Albushra (Arabic) from Haifa (Israel). 2 
Arab-Israel War: During the last quarter of 1965 many Qadianis moved from Iran to 
Israel. They safeguarded the Zionist interests in the Persian Gulf States and were 
supported by the Jewish Agency Tehran and the Tehran Office of the World Jewish 
Congress. Jacob M.Landau, a Jewish writer states that on 31 December, 1965 there 
were 327,000 non-Jew Arabs in Israel and a few hundred Ahmadis who came from 
Iran. 3 

The Arab-Israel War of 1967 resulted in the defeat of Arabs. Pakistan 
strongly condemned the Israeli aggression and raised its voice in favour of Palestinian 
cause. Qadianis living in Pakistan and abroad maintained a dubious silence on the 
pretext that they had nothing to do with the politics. They neither condemned Israeli 
aggression nor rendered even lip service to the Palestinian cause. Qadiani Mission in 
Israel extended full support to Zionism as it was an article of their faith to support 
the policy of the Government under whose rule they lived whether it be Jewish, Sikh 
or a racist one. In accordance with that policy and in view of their Zionist orientations, 
Qadianis living in Kababir (Israel) were said to have expressed satisfaction and 
jubilation over Zionist victory over Arabs. 4 

After the 1967 Arab-Israel War, Mirza Nasir Ahmad left for Europe on 6 
July, 1967. It was his first tour after becoming head of the Jamat. Sir Zafarullah and 
M.M.Ahmad, then Deputy Chairman, Planning Commission of Pakistan met him in 
London. 

A Conference of Qadiani elders was held in London to devise future strategy 
for an ‘Ahmadya Revolution.’ The Chattan, Lahore in its editorial discussed the 
implications of Mirza Nasir’s visit to Europe immediately after the Arab defeat in 1967 
War. During his tour a correspondent asked him to give his reaction over the 
Arab-Israel War but he fought shy of it. The paper disclosed that Mirza Nasir had 


1. Mirra Mubarak Ahmad. The Propagation of Islam, Rabwah, July, 1964, P.8 

2. Khalld-Khilatat November-December, 1964, P.79 

3. Jacob M.Landau, The Arabs in Israel. A Political Study, London 1969, P.4 

4. Shoriah Kashmiri, Mirzael, Lahore, 1968, P.16 
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been invited by certain foreign powers to discuss post-war issues and to project 
Arab-Israel antagonism as the exclusive problem of Arabs and not of Islam. 1 
Share in Foreign Exchange: The state patronage enjoyed by Qadianis during the 
Ayub regime afforded them an opportunity to get more and more foreign exchange 
from Pakistan exchequer. They were permitted to transfer large sums of foreign 
exchange to their missions abroad although there were tight Exchange Control Rules 
enforced by the State Bank of Pakistan. In view of the liquidity position of Pakistan 
and the relatively sound value of Pakistan currency in terms of dollar (Rs.4.76 to one 
dollar) in 60s, the allocation for propagation of Qadiani beliefs could be counted as 
a great favour of the Ayub regime at the cost of national resources. Pakistan balance 
of payments in those years was adverse and it needed every penny to support it. The 
amount of foreign exchange allocation permitted to be sent abroad came under attack 
in the National Assembly of Pakistan. Some members of the National Assembly of 
Pakistan attempted to raise certain issues relating to Qadiani problem in the National 
Assembly but were not allowed. However, the issue of allocation of foreign exchange 
to Qadianis came under hot debate in the National Assembly. The answers given by 
the then Finance Minister of Pakistan were not only vague but absurd. He, in a written 
statement submitted to the National Assembly of Pakistan on 4 June, 1968 informed 
that during 3 to 4 years a total sum of Rs 15.25 lakhs in foreign exchange was granted 
to various sects out of which the Qadiani sect (whose adherents are a few lakh people 
in the world) got the lion’s share of nearly Rs.9 lakhs. 

The Finance Minister of Pakistan M.N.Uqaili gave following details of 
allocation of foreign exchange to Ahmadis: 



Year 

Foreign Exchange given to Ahmadis 
(Rabwah) (Rs) 


1964 

70,000 


1965 

70,000 


1966 

52,500 

January 

1967 

45,026 

to May 




Lahori Ahmadis were given almost the same amount of foreign exchange 
for their so-called missionary activities abroad. Besides Terikh-e-Jadid, Rabwah received 
a sum of Rs 114,059 in 1967 for the African Missions. 

On hearing this Hasan A.Sheikh, MNA asked the first supplementary 

question: 
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‘Does the Parliamentary Secretary for Finance consider the activities of 
Ahmadis as a missionary work for Islam?’ 

To this question Nurul Islam Sikder, the Parliamentary Secretary replied; 

‘Yes’! 

Hasan A. Sheikh then asked : ‘Does it behove the Islamic Republic of 
Pakistan to allow the Ahmadis (Qadianis) to carry on propaganda like this?’ 

Sikder replied, i do not want to say anything further on this subject.’ 

Shah Azizur Rehman MNA asked: ‘Is it a fact that the Saudi Arabian 
Government has prohibited the entry of Qadianis into Mecca because they are not 
true Muslims?’ 

Sikder replied: ‘Sir, this has nothing to do with my Department.’ 

Another member, Chowdhury Muhammad Iqbal asked, ‘Is the Government 
aware of the fact that there is a plenty of scope for Islamic missionary work in Africa 
and whether the Government is ready to grant foreign exchange to those religious 
institutions which are willing to do missionary work there?’ 

Nurul Islam Sikder replied, ‘It will be considered when the application is 

received.’ 

Brigadier Muhammad Abbas Abbasi MNA asked: ‘What principle is fol- 
lowed while granting foreign exchange? Are our Embassies in the foreign countries 
consulted about the desirability of this aid?’ 

Nurul Islam Sikder replied: ‘I require notice for this question.’ 

Maulana Abdul Hafeez Mohsinuddin MNA said: ‘The Parliamentary 
Secretary for Finance has stated that the Anjuman-e-Ahmadya New Movement and 
Anjuman-e-Ahmadya Ishatul Islam are organizations of Muslims. I would like to ask 
the Finance Minister as to what is his opinion in this regard while the Muslims of the 
whole world have given the Fatwa of Kufr against them (i.e. they are Kafirs). Is the 
Finance Minister prepared to consider the Ahamdyas as Muslims?’ 

The Finance Minister replied, ‘Sir, there is no question of giving an opinion.’ 
Maulana Mohsinuddin said, ‘When the Ahmadyas do not belong to any sect 
of Islam, how is it justified to give them any financial grant?’ • 

No reply was given to this either by the Parliamentary Secretary or the 
Finance Minister. The Speaker, however, remarked: ‘There is no need to reply to this 
question.’ 

Begum Mujibunnisa Akram asked; ‘Does the Government exercise super- 
vision on the proper spending of the foreign exchange granted by it or has it set up 
some machinery in the foreign countries to scrutinize the work’? 
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The Finance Minister replied in the negative. 

Begum Akram again asked: ‘Is it not the responsibility of the Government 
to check up and see if the money is being utilized for the purpose it is given, or it is 
being spent on some personal requirements?’ 

The Finance Minister replied: ‘Some conditions are laid down for expendi- 
ture but the real fact is that once the foreign exchange is released, it is difficult to keep 
any control over it.’ 

To a question from Ajmal Chowdhury, the Finance Minister replied: ‘The 
applicants submit that some missions are going abroad for ‘tableegh’ purposes, some 
speeches will be arranged. On this basis foreign currency is sanctioned but it is very 
difficult to judge whether or not this money has really been spent for the purpose it 
was given.’ 1 

Ch. Ahmad Jan, Amir Jamat Ahmadya, Rawalpindi distributed a booklet 
addressed to the members of National Assembly of Pakistan to explain Qadiani view 
point. He gave a short account of Qadiani activities abroad and demanded more 
foreign exchange from the Government as ‘the foreign exchange given to them was 
meager and inadequate to meet with expanding missionary work.’ 2 

Lahore section of Qadiani Jamat also made an attempt to clarify their 
position by saying that the Mirza was only a Mujadid and they should not be called 
Kafir. Sadruddin, Amir Jamat Lahore in his statement emphasized that ‘President 
F.M Ayub Khan used to come to the Woking ‘Mosque’ (London) during his training 
at Sandhurst and said his prayers there.’ 3 

Ayub regime came under sharp attack in the late 60s. People called Ayub a 
‘Qadiani’ or a ‘Mirzai agent.’ Besides political, many economic factors were also 
responsible to end his rule. The Qadiani issue was 9 key factor to bring great 
resentment for the regime. It lost all sympathies of a common Muslim for extending 
favour to Qadianis. 

Movement Starts: The Ayubian dictatorship gave protection to Qadianis and en- 
couraged them to safeguard their interests in Pakistan and abroad. The feelings ran 
high against them and the ulema raised voice against their increasing interference in 
Pakistan politics. Qadianis wielded so much influence that they simply brushed aside 
public reaction and criticism levelled against them by ascribing it to the traditional 
bigotry and short sightedness of ‘mullah.’ Repressive Martial law Ordinances and the 
Defence of Pakistan Rules provided sufficient protection to them from the ‘onslaught’ 
of ulema.’ Many religious leaders who opposed Qadiynyat were arrested on the 
charges of fanning ‘sectarian feelings.’ The anti-Qadiani press was muzzled and the 


1. Young Pakistan, Dacca, 10 Juno, 1968 

2. Achievements of Ahmadya Missions Abroad Ahmadya Mission RawaJpindi, PI 

3. The Light Lahore, 8 June, 1068 



Nasir Sways Power 356 

editors and publishers of many papers arrested- The credit goes to the weekly Chattan, 
Lahore for its bold criticism and exposition of Qadiani intrigues despite stern warning 
of the Home Department and arrest of its valiant editor, Agha Shorish Kashmiri. 1 He 
boldly faced all hardships and courageously fought for the sublime cause of Khatam-i 
Nabuwat. The religious organizations and political parties like Majlis-e-Ahrar, Tahafuz 
c-Khatam-c-Nabuwat and Jamat-i-Islami rendered yeoman services to expose Qadiani 
intrigues and painted this Imperialist political agency in its true colours. 

Qadianis approached Gen Musa Khan, Governor, West Pakistan and suc- 
ceeded in issuing a circular on 1st April, 1966 from Home Secretary of West Pakistan 
under Defence of Pakistan Rules to all editors, printers, and publishers advising them 
not to publish ‘any matter casting reflection on the origin, prophecies, revelations or 
beliefs of any sect.’ It was followed by another order meant to appease Qadiani 
community. 2 On 27 July, 1967 the Governor of West Pakistan served an order on the 
editor of the Chattan, Lahore restraining him from indulging in and publishing 
provocative sectarian writings prejudicial to the maintenance of public order, and 
stopping him "publishing any matter casting reflection on the origin, prophecies, 
revelations or beliefs of any sect which may create feeling of enmity, ill will, or hatred 
between different sects. Censor was imposed on publishing any matter touching on 
the origin, prophecies, revelations, beliefs of sect or on their comparative merits or 
status, by way of news, views, comments or in any other form what-so-ever.*'The paper 
had already published 8 pages( including an article of the scribe )on Qadiani 
movement, which had to be destroyed . 

The Chattan upheld the cause of Khatam-e-Nabuwat against all odds and 
numerous government pressures exercised at the behest of Rabwah. At last on 21 
April, 1968 the declaration of the weekly Chattan was cancelled and its press was 
confiscated. It was the result of a sinister collaboration among the notorious trio of 
Ayub regime i.c. Governor West Pakistan Gen.Musa, Information Minister Ahmad 
Saeed Kirmani andAyub’s blue-eyed boy Altaf Gauhar. They took every possible step 
to suppress anti-Ahmadya elements in Pakistan. Kirmani had a personal vendetta 
against Shorish. He tried to break-up an Iqbal Day meeting held on 21 April, 1968 in 
the University Hall, Lahore which was presided over by the then Chief Justice of West 
Pakistan. Shorish was the Secretary of the Majlis Iqbal. He reacted sharply against the 
goondaism of Kirmani’s hirelings. Kirmani, using his influence with the Governor 
managed to get him arrested, his press was consficated and his weekly paper, the 
Chattan closed down. 

S.I.Haque, former Secretary, Government of West Pakistan, in a statement, 
disclosed that ‘this was a remarkable act of political short-sightedness. The reaction in 
the Punjab was very adverse. When I was told after the orders had been issued, I 


1. See Shorish Kashmiri, Tehrik Khatam-e-Nabuwat. Lahore, 1976 PP174-210 

2. Chatlan Lahore, 7 August, 1967 
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pointed out that the penalty was to severe and that in the first instance a warning or 
a‘gag’ order should have been issued. The rest is public knowledge. This developed 
into a major clash between the Government and the High Court. Agha Shorish 
Kashmiri went on prolonged hunger strikes, and on both occasions was saved from 
the jaws of death through my intervention. On the advice of Mr.Kirmani, Governor 
Musa held firmly to the view that Shorish Kashmiri should be allowed to die in 
detention.’ 1 

On 6 May before his arrest Agha Shorish delivered an excellent speech in 
Jumjat-i-Ulema Islam Conference at Lahore and exposed political designs of Qadian 
in a lucid way reminiscent of Sycd Attaullah Shah Bokhan’s style of oratory. He made 
certain startling disclosures: 

i) Qadianis arc interfering in Pakistan politics openly and are agents 
of CIA and Zionism. 

ii) M.M. Ahmad had been promoting Qadiani industrialists as Jews 
had been doing in the U.S.A. He had appointed Qadianis in 
leading banks, insurance companies and loan giving agencies like 
PICIC, IDBP, ADBP etc. 

iii) A section of the press has been bought over through money and 
women to kill antiAhmadya news and snub ulema. 

iv) Ayub and his advisors are playing in the hands of bureaucracy. 
The autocratic regime had suppressed the people politically as 
well as economically. 

v) The late Mirza Mahmud and Nasir Ahmad have planted Qadianis 
in Arab States to spy for Israel. A large number of Qadianis 
managed to get commission in the Pak Ar'my. A special cell under 
the directive of Rabwah had been set’up to manage the affairs of 
Ahmadiswho served in the Armed Forces. Qadiani officers have 
centred their activities on infiltration into the Air Force. Pak Air 
Force have been made a stepping stone to secure jobs in Arab 
States with a view to promoting the interests of CIA and Israel. 

vi) Qadianis have got some very important and sensitive posts in 
Pakistan, Prof. Abdul Salam is Chairman Atomic Energy Com- 
mission (and Advisor to the President on Science and Technol- 
ogy), M.M.Ahmad is Deputy Chairman Planning Commission, 
Bashir Ahmad is Chairman PICIC, Vice Air Marshal M.Akhtar 
is Chief in PIA. 2 

After his speech he was arrested under Defence ,of Pakistan Rules. 


1. Shorish Kashmiri, Maut Say Wapsi, Lahore, 1972, P.291 

2. Agha Shorish Kashmiri, Tehrik-i-Khaiam-i-Nabuwat, Lahore, 1976 PP 17&-179 
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Shorish’s Trial: A Division Bench of the West Pakistan High Court heard th e habeas 
co/pus petition filed on behalf of Agha Shorish Kashmiri. The Bench comprised Mr. 
Justice Bashiruddin Ahmad and Mr. Justice Shaukat Ali. Another Division Bench of 
High Court Lahore comprising Mr. Justice Muhammad Gul and Mr. Justice Karam 
Elahi Chauhan heard the restoration of the Chattan Declaration case. The learned 
judges in their decision in the Chattan case stated on 22 July, 1968: 

'The whole burden of argument of petitioners’ learned counsel was that 
Ahmadis are not a sect of Islam and the petitioners’ right to say so is guaranteed by 
the Constitution. But learned counsel overlooks the fact that Ahmadis as citizens of 
Pakistan are also guaranteed by the Constitution the same freedom to profess and 
proclaim that they are within the fold of Islam. How can the petitioners deny to others 
what they claim for themselves is beyond our comprehension? Certainly not by 
terrorizing them. The question at the root is how far the petitioners and other 
like minded can in law prevent the Ahmadis from professing that notwithstanding any 
doctrinal differences with the other sects of Islam they are as good followers of Islam 
as anybody else who call himself a Muslim."' 

This extract was given a wider publicity by the Qadian Jamat. However Agha 
Shorish in an article slated that the fatwa of the ulema and the whole world of Islam 
had given their unanimous verdict against Qadianis that they are outside the pale of 
Islam- There could not be two views on the issue. 1 2 

The High Court Bench comprising MrJustice Bashiruddin Ahmad and 
MrJustice Shaukat Ali admitted the writ petition of Begum Agha Shorish Kashmiri 
for hearing. Mr. Tariq Ismail Khan, Joint Secretary (Home) Government of West 
Pakistan subsequently disclosed that the Governor was unhappy with the conduct of 
the Bench hearing the case and considered the Provincial Government quite capable 
to handle the Judges. Ahmad Saeed Kirmani sent an awkward message to them 
through Mian Muhammad Akhtar MPA. 

Mr. Justice Shaukat Ali was apprised of the displeasure of the Governor in 
1968 of not dismissing the petition while the Chief Justice advised MrJustice Bashirud- 
din Ahmad, the other senior member of the Bench not to pass any controvertial order 
i.e. the Minister concerned (Kirmani) should not be summoned. Mr. Justice Shaukat 
Ali is of the view that after the admission of the writ petition in question, the Provincial 
Government moved for the transfer of the case to Karachi or Peshawar. The intention 
behind the move was to get the case transferred from the Bench. 


1 . Kaj/a Ahmadi Musalman Main (Extraetrfrom PLD I960 Lahore 2S9), published by Abdul Haq Qadiani, Lahore, 

2. Chattan 10/16 March, I960 Also Alfurqan Rabwah March, 1969 
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It was also rumoured that either of the judges of the Bench is being 
appointed as the Chairman of the Appellate Industrial Tribunal but the President of 
Pakistan (Ayub Khan) did not approve the suggestion of the Governor. 

The intimidation to the Bench was the talk of the country and two of the 
dailies of Karachi, i.e. Daily News and Jang wrote editorials 1 on the issue. 

The hearing of Shorish’s case started in the Chamber of the Sind High Court 
in the second week of December, 1968. The Bench upheld the cause of justice. 
However the Advocate General Raja Said Akbar’s behaviour and remarks forced High 
Court Bench to retire from hearing. It was deliberate move of the Advocate General 
to provoke the Bench. There were stormy scenes at the trial. Shorish resorted to 
hunger strike against the deplorable attitude of the Government. 

Mr.Justice Shaukat Ali, in his letter dated 3 February, 1969 addressed to the 
Chief Justice of West Pakistan states: 

"Never in the history of the Judiciary not even during Foreign Domination, 
Judges were so shabbily treated as was done in case of the Bench entrusted with the 
hearing of the write petition challenging the detention of Agha Abdul Karim Shorish 
Kashmiri under the Defence of Pakistan Rules. There were visible attempts from the 
very outset of the hearing of the petition to influence the Bench. When the members 
of the Bench did not succumb to such influences then there were threats communi- 
cated to the effect that Judges could also be harassed. When these threats had gone 
unheaded investigation was held into the assets of the members of the Bench. 

During the hearing of the petition at Karachi, when we derided to retire, 
the attitude adopted by the Law Officer of the Government, to say at least, w*s not 
only disrespectful but also calculated to annoy the Bench. This course was deliberately 
adopted so that in the case of a flare up Government might once again make an attempt 
to seek transferof thcproceedinglosome other Bench as it had on a previous occasion, 
failed in a move in that direction. We finally decided to retire from the hearing but 
when we got the message that we could proceed with the hearing but were told not to 
pass any order on any controversial matter particularly the summoning of the 
Provincial Minister for Finance, Information and Broadcasting as witness. When we 
retired from the hearing, we learnt in Lahore that the aforesaid Minister attributed a 
statement to the Head of the State saying that if any Judge had raised his little finger 
towards the Minister he would have been beheaded. Such attitude on the part of 
Government towards the Judges of superior court is.unhcard of. We were hara? vud, 
intimidated and threatened. We narrated all this in the Judges meeting convened l 
considering the Constitution of a Bench to hear the contempt matter against 
Advocate General. Thereafter we were told the Provincial Government had a rt 



Nasir Sways Power 360 

enee made to the Supreme Judicial Council which we are now given to understand, 
has been rejected. We feel that had we succumbed to the tactics adopted to undermine 
the independence of the Judiciary wc would not have been true to the oath of our 
office. We strongly feel that Government by these moves had made it difficult for the 
Bench to administer justice without fear or favour. We desire that the matter be 
considered in a meeting of all the judges and the issue taken up with the Head of the 
State in consultation with the Chief Justice of Pakistan in the larger interest not only 
of this Court and the judiciary in the country but also in the larger interest of the 
litigant public who invariably seek redress whenever they feel that the Executive had 
behaved in a manner contrary to law." 1 

Shorish was under treatment in Civil Hospital, Karachi. He highly protested 
against the attitude of the Advocate General and resorted to hunger strike. People 
started a strong movement in both wings of the country for the release of Shorish. 
Pressed hard by the deteriorating law and order situation, the Government released 
him on 25 December. 1968. He was given a rousing reception at each station from 
Karachi to Lahore. 2 

In March, 1968 Ayub suffered a serious stroke and his health sharply 
deteriorated. The ‘Decade of Development’ was being celebrated in Pakistan while 
the country was in turmoil owing to increasing trouble in Baluchistan and East 
Pakistan. In November, 1968 it erupted into a revolt against the Ayub regime. The 
opportunity was seized by Z.A, Bhutto, former Foreign Minister of Pakistan to project 
himself as the leader of the movement. He collaborated with Maj. Gen. Peerzada, 
former Military Secretary of Ayub Khan who aspired to enter President House after 
his exit in 1964. A battle of succession within the military Junta began. 

On the one hand, a strong anti-Ayub movement was going on in the country 
and on the other hand there had been an active intervention of the CIA and Zionist 
agents in Pakistan politics. The opposition fronts viz, Pakistan Democratic Front and 
Democratic Action Committee (DAC) demanded Parliamentary system, direct elec- 
tions and removal of disparities between East and West Pakistan. Air Marshal (Retd) 
Asghar Khan also came out to oppose Ayub Khan. Forced by strong agitation and 
demonstrations, Ayub asked Nawabzada Nasarullah Khan to arrange RTC to arrive 
at some settlement. MumtazDaultanu of Pakistan Muslim League (Council) and some 
other leaders demanded an immediate release of Sheikh Mujib-ur-Rehman, who was 
under detention in Agartula Conspiracy case. Ayub accepted the demand and released 
Mujib. Bhutto issued strong statements against the leaders of RTC and did not 
participate in the Conference. The Pakistan People Party (PPP) and the Awami 
League were responsible to sabotage the RTC. 
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During the RTC, the Zionist intervention reached its climax. Maulvi Farid 
Ahmad ti veteran and sober politician of East Pakistan throws light on the Qadiani 
Zionist conspiracy in his book .The Sun Behind Clouds. He has recorded daily events 
in his diary. 

In his diary dated 3 March, 1969 he says: ‘Met Shafiul Azam, Amanullah and 
Matin in E.P. House. Had a long discussion with them and outlined (he design and 
forces at play. Shafiul Azam was taken aback. He had been living in another world 
and was puzzled by the magnitude of the conspiracy. Matin rang up Enayatullah of 
Motanmar-c-Alamc Islam in Karachi and asked him to come to Karachi. On query he 
told me that we were financing Alfatah Commandos. He spoke of Jews operating 
through M.M.Ahmad. He thinks that our planning is dictated from Tel Aviv: Qadiani 
and Jews alliance was too obvious to miss the eye. ’* (Italics added) 

He then says, ‘Ata Hussain came to pick me up. He drove me to the Saudi 
Arabia Embassy and met the Ambassador. We were four viz. Ambassador, Ata 
Hussain, Interpreter Mannan and myself. On the way to Islamabad, Ata quoted the 
Ambassador as saying that millions of dollar had been spent on an Islamic pary; but 
the Ambassador is convinced that they are incapable of delivering the goods and his 
Government was now looking forward to find others capable of meeting the challenge. 
f gave him an analysis of International Zionism operating through the Qadianis and 
grave implications of the fruiting of such a move. He listened to me very carefully and 
seemed to he appreciating the soundness and truth of my thesis , .’ 1 2 (Italics added) 

On 22 March, 1969 he records in his diary: 

Dacca: "Had a meting of the ulema in Lalbagh Jamia e Ourania at . 10 P.M., 
but couid not go due to prayer time and lunch. Went there at 3 P.M. Maulana Siddique 
Ahmad, Hafezji Hazoor, Maulana Masoont, Haroon-and others were present. Ad- 
dressed them on the impact of Pakistan in World Politics and international Zionist 
conspiracy against Pakistan which is now backing the war against Israel who had agents 
in Qadianis in Government service. I outlined the task before the Ulema and how 
they can be mobilized in a scientific manne^." :, 

The Army Chief Gen Yahya Khan hobnobbed with Bhutto and forced Ayub 
to hand over power to him on 25 March, 1969. This undemocratic step had grave 
implications for Pakistan. Under the Constitution (1962) Ayub had to hand over power 
to Abdul Jabar Khan, Speaker of the Pakistan National Assembly. 


1, Farid Ahmad, The Sun Behind Clouds. As 

3. Ibid P 149 m ’ ° P C 
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CLANDESTINE FLIRTATION 

Qadiani enjoyed immense facilities during the Yahya regime. M. M. Ahmad, 
Deputy Chairman, Planning Division became advisor to President Yahya on 
Economic Affairs and also served as an important member of his inner Cabinet. Sir 
Zafarullah continued to serve as an important link between coterie of Yahya and the 
State Department officials. Qadiani bureaucrats looked to the newly emerging leader- 
ship of Pakistan for playing their role in the future political set up of the country. 

M. M. Ahmad was closely associated with the advisors of the Jewish-backed 
Ford Foundation which was based in Islamabad. These so-called advisors left Pakistan 
during early years of Yahya regime when their activjtes came under attack in the 
national press. The role of the US in creating regional imbalance and economic 
disparity between East and West Pakistan has been widely discussed. Robert La Porte 
has aptly given the ignoble role played by the US officials stationed in Pakistan in 
creating regional and provincial imbalances in the country. Porte has given a 
geographical distribution of US officials stationed in Pakistan and between Dacca and 
Lahore as an indication of a clear US bias towards East Pakistan. A comparatively 
smaller number of officials worked in Dacca. Their attitude towards economic 
development in East Pakistan was luke warm. They were dictated by the powerful 
Zionist lobby which all time existed in the US. It functioned as a political arm of Israel 
and was enormously powerful and exceedingly affluent. The leading US dailies 
supported the secessionist movement in East Pakistan and looked at the prospects of 
the breakup of the world largest Muslim state with gleeful expectancy. The Zionist 
worked in concert with the India lobby. 

Ford Foundation: During early year of Yahya regime the so-called American 
economic advisors were forced to leave the country because their intentions had come 
to the notice of public. We give some details of this pathetic part of our history in the 
words of weekly Outlook, Karachi: 

"A glimpse into the role which these Foundations, specially the Ford 
Foundation played in the dismemberment of Pakistan is now available. A Secret 
Report entitled ‘Conflict in East Pakistan: Background and Pivspects’ was recently 
(1972) published in a book called ‘The Challenge of Bangladesh. ' The report written 
in April,l971 throws interesting light on the international strings behind the East 
Pakistan crisis and the motives of the super powers in supporting the dismemberment 
of Pakistan. 

The report was written by three American academicians, Edward S.Mason, 1 
Robert Durfman and Stephen A.Manglin 2 At least two of them were known to have 
spent a couple of years in Pakistan on assignments given by the Ford Foundation. 
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It suggested the likely implications for international relations of the break-up 
of Pakistan was not the only one of its kind compiled in America. It is known, for 
example, that research on this project was also carried out in the University of 
Philadelphia commissioned jointly by private American foundations and the US 
Government. Much earlier the Rana Corporation had also authorised a study on 
similar lines. The sum total of these research studies seem to have prompted the US 
State Department to encourage and support the emergence of Bangladesh as an 
independent nation state.” 1 

Advisory Group: In the early years of Pakistan, the Ford Foundation financed an 
8-man advisory group which virtually compiled the country’s’ First Five Year Plan. 
Ex-Prime Minister Suharwardy had an American political advisor in the person of 
C.B. Marshal. In the days of Ayub Khan, the US military assistance group had access 
to every single section of the GHO and even a US lieutenant colonel could reach the 
C-in-C or even the President. Hie U 2 spy flights were apparently carried on from 
Peshawar with out the consent or knowledge of the Government of Pakistan. 

The eight-man panel of economic advisers finally left the country around 
the middle of 1970. An unflattering comment on the group’s role as carried by Forum 
of Dacca, in its issue of 22 November, 1969 are stated below: 

"It seems that the Harvard Advisory Group is finally pulling out of Pakistan. 
The Group came to Pakistan 13 years ago ostensibly to train us in the techniques of 
planning but was soon involved in writing the First Five Y ear Plan under the leadership 
of David Bell, subsequently a member of the Kennedy Cabinet. The Group was 
financed by the Ford Foundation and administered by Harvard University who, over 
the years, transmitted a stream of economist to the Planning Commission and the 
Provincial Planning Departments. During the Ayub decade they became closely 
involved with the regimes conversion to the philosophy of economic liberalism and 
the promotion of local capitalism or what one of their team leaders, Gustav Papanek 
termed the robber barons, in a highly laudatory book on development under Ayub. In 
return for ready acceptance of their philosophical guidance they became eloquent 
ambassadors of the Ayub regime both to aid givers and in the US academic world and 
even organized a light-powered conference at Harvard where a number of distin- 
guished economists were conned into giving their blessings to Ayub and his Third 
(Five Year Plan). 

The downfall of the Ayub regime promised to be a death blow not just to 
their role in Pakistan but to their professional reputation since they had been selling 
the durability of Ayub and his achievements with considerable skill and diligence to 
the world. In Pakistan, they sought to salvage their reputation by climbing on the East 
Pakistan bandwagon by becoming eloquent spokesmen for higher allocation to this 


; Ka/achi, 22 July, 1972 
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region. There was irony in this, given their intimate involvement with these very politics 
which promoted the growth of disparity. Indeed their Group leader Richard Gilbert, 
who was rushed back to his old post in Islamabad from Indonesia following the fall 
of Ayub, intervened personally to promote the candidature of Mahbubul Haq, the 
present (1972) Chief Economist, for this post at the expense of the East Pakistani 
candidate Dr R.H.Khandkar who is now in exit at the World Bank. 

Their volte face has naturally generated resentment with the top brass in the 
Planning Commission but the Coup dc Grace to their presence seems to have come 
from, of all quarters, the Jamat-e-Islami. Some zealous functionaries of the parry 
unearthed the fact that eight out of the ten members of the group with the Planning 
Commission were of Jewish origin. The Jamat elements took this up and publicized 
the Group as Israeli agents and intimidated them personally. The traumatic character 
of this experience, coming on top of the general deterioration in their standing both 
in Pakistan and in quarters where they once honoured, has finally persuaded them to 
pack their bags and return home by next June, (1970)." 

M.M. Ahmad had very close relations with those Israeli agents. Under his 
tenure of Deputy Chairmanship, the Second, Third and Fourth 1 2 Five Year Plans were 
prepared. He, through his planning mechanism, encouraged income inequalities 
between classes and between East and West as a part of the US-Jewish Plan to 
undermine the integrity of Pakistan. 

Ai Mujahidi, President Bengal Student’s League demanded an immediate 
removal of M.M .Ahmad from Deputy Chairmanship of Planning Commission. He 
always neglected East Pakistan and had been creating East-West economic disparities 
through his planning policies, he declared. 3 Syed Maudoodi also demanded removal 
of M.M .Ahmad and appointment of an economic planner from East Pakistan. People 
of East Pakistan were not satisfied with the economic development programme. The 
funds allocated to that province were not being utilized properly. Even half of the 
allocated money was not used there for the lack of interest of central executive 
machinery. He demanded that the National Economic Planning should be handed 
over to an officer who possessed a keen sense of duty 4 

American involvement in Pakistan affairs tremendously increased after 
Yahya’s Martial Law. Z A-Bhutto, in an interview with the London-based Socialist 
paper, The Sun called Yahya regime far better than that of Ayub’s dictorial rule. 5 
M.M Ahmad, Deputy Chairman, Planning Commission told a presaConfcrence after 
his return from a meeting of Consortium countries in Paris that American attitude 


1. Out Look Karachi, 22 July, 1972 
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towards Pakistan had softened. When asked to give its reason he remarked that people 
could gu ess themselves. 1 American Secretary of State, William Rogers called on Yahya 
and discussed matters relating to mutual interest. 2 3 4 5 After a few months, the US 
President Nixon met Yahya when he was on his Asian tour. A week after Nixon’s visit, 
Joseph Farland came as a new Ambassador of the USA in Pakistan/ 

General Elections: Yahya announced at the end of July, 1970 that elections would be 
held within 18 months and that martial law regulations would be relaxed, allowing 
political gatherings and indoor meetings; public meetings and processions however, 
would remain banned. He said 28 October, was fixed as the date for the general 
elections. The elections would be held on the basis of one-man-one-vote to elect a 
national assembly to draft a constitution for the country within 120 days of its first 
sitting. If it is failed to do so, the Assembly was to be dissolved and a new one elected. 
In March ,1970 West Pakistan was formally dissolved by a Presidential Order into the 
four provinces. 

Zafarullah’s Proposal: Qadianistook active part in Pakistan politics in early 1970. On 
21 January, 1970 Sir Zafarullah, in his speech at a luncheon given by the Rotary Club 
Lahore, gave certain proposals on framing of constitution. He proposed that in order 
to settle basic principle for making the future constitution, a Consultative Group 
consisting of 1 to 3 representatives from every political party should be constituted. 
Political parties should evolve a common formula for conducting elections in a 
peaceful way. He stressed that basic principles for constitution making must be agreed 
on in advance. He laid particular emphasis on the point that future constitution should 
not represent the view of a single group or party as it would obstruct its functioning. 
He said that Yahya Khan had paved the way by solving basic constitutional problems 
i.e. one-unit and parity between two wings. Politicians had agreed to a federal 
constitution, the question of provincial autonomy could be solved by the Consultative 
Group.' 

Leaders of leftist as well as rightist political parties had been criticising the 
way the US was interfering in the internal affairs of Pakistan. Maulana Abdul Hamid 
Bhashani, President NAP (National Awami Party) disclosed that CIA had prepared 
a plan for the dismemberment of Pakistan. He said to have handed over a copy of the 
said document to President Yahya. 6 He criticized his General Secretary, M.Toha for 
not sending its copies to the press. After a month, he again referred to that ‘CIA 
document’ which concerned American intelligence system and gave a plan to bring 
East Pakistan under the sphere of American influence. 7 Mian Tufail Ahmad, a leader 


1 . Jang Karachi, 22 May, 1 999 
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of Jamat-e-Islam criticised the role of USAID Mission in supporting Mujib’s six points 
in Pakistan. 1 

Gen. Yahya was highly vulnerable to military junta, bureaucrats and above 
all Qadianis who had links with foreign powers. He himself was incharge of Defence 
and Foreign Affairs while General Hamid, the Chief of Staff and number two in armed 
forces, took the home ministry. The rest was divided between the Chiefs of the Air 
Force and the Navy: Nur Khan, the Air Commander-in-Chief, became the overlord 
of the Ministries of Education, Labour, Health, and Social Welfare while the Navy 
Chief Ahsan was given Finance, Planning, Industry and Commerce. Yahya, Hamid, 
Peerzada, Nur Khan, and Ahsan constituted a small cabinet known as the Council of 
Administration. 2 

KABWAH-TEL AVIV AXIS 

Nasir’s visit: On 4 April, 1970 Mirza Nasir Ahmad left for his tour of West African 
countries. It was a political tour artfully concealed as a missionary campaign for 
proselytizing Ahmadyat. He met Yaqub Gowan, President of Nigeria on 13 April and 
held discussions on socio-economic and political problems facing his community in 
Africa. After visiting countries of West Africa Nigeria, Ghana, Ivory Coastc, Liberia, 
Gambia and Sierra Leone he reached London via Holland on 17 May, 1970 and was 
welcomed by Sir Zafarullah and other members of Qadiani Community at the airport. 
He stayed for 20 days in London. 3 

A secret meeting of Qadiani elders, CIA agents and members of the Zionist 
organizations was held in London to chalk out a programme for coming elections in 
Pakistan. It was decided that Imperialist and Zionist agencies would support morally 
as well as financially their agents operating in Pakistan through Ahmadya Community. 
Substantial funds were placed at the disposal of Ahmadya Mission, London for use in 
Pakistan to influence election results in favour of western powers. 

Qadianis had already developed contact with Zulifqar Ali Bhutto when he 
was the Foreign Minister of Pakistan in Ayub’s Cabinet. Mirza Tahir Ahmad served 
as a link between Bhutto and Rabwah. To meet the expenses of his election (1970) 
campaign Bhutto asked for financial help from Rabwah. Mirza Tahir says he regretted 
to provide him any money. He instead advised him not to be hijacked by the 
Communists. It was only due to his advice that Bhutto made 70% changes in the final 
list of his national and provincial Assembly candidates. 4 

PPP Supported: A team of Qadiani writers was appointed by Mirza Nasir Ahmad at 
Rabwah to prepare abusive, vicious and malicious propaganda literature against the 
parties professing Islamic ideas and philosphy. The material was arranged to be 
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published in the PPP controlled press viz, the daily Mussawat, weekly Nusrat, and 
Shahab all appeared from Lahore. Hundreds of thousandsof posters, pamphlets, hah d 
bills and leaflets were put out by Qadiani-backed fictitious organizations like Anjf-ma 1 
Muhiban-e-Pakistan, People’s Federation etc. for distribution among the masses; u> 
support Bhutto’s election campaign. The material was distributed through theQadU i 
Jamats in Pakistan by their Jamat Amirs, a bevy of Qadiani girls (Lajnat) :ful 
youngmen of Ahmadya. 1 Every Oadiani was instructed to purchase a few copies of 
the weekly Shahab, Lahore for free distribution to his close friends. The weekly 
published very filthy material and used foul language against anti-PPP leaders spec fa Ur 
Maulana Maudoodi. Its editor Kausar Niazi played in the hands of Mirza Na:;/r 
Ahmad’s henchmen. It was mainly due to Oadiani support that he won elections) rum 
Sialkot Constituency in 197G. 2 

Alfazl Rabwah made subtle attacks on those political parties of Pakistan 
which professed enforcement of Islamic laws and criticized their prospective role in 
the future constitutional setup of the country. The paper stated: 

‘ The Martial Law Government have aimed to hold elections with zeal ui d 
sagacity in order to establish the rule of democracy in Pakistan. Various pol-ti c ll 
parties are taking part in the election campaign in the name of reviving Islamic v.ihi ;s 
but their leaders are selfish and power hungry and had no desire to implement Is; a . r . ' 

In an other editorial, the paper predicted a brilliant victory for Ahmad) at n 
the coming elections despite all odds: 

‘Ahmadya Jamat has been established by God Himself. No earthly pvr -r 
can defeat it. Ahmadyat will surely emerge victorious.’ 4 

The results of 1970 elections were greatly in favour of the PPP in We .t 
Pakistan and the Awami League in East Pakistan. Alfazl, in an editorial express: J 
satisfaction over the results and wrote: 

‘The Peoples Party have given a crushing defeat to Islam pasands (Loviis 
of Islam). It was an inevitable outcome of enmity and differences among political 
parties as had now been voiced in the press. 

The real thing is that Muslims are divided into different sects and condemn 
one another with decrees of Kufr. Moreover a particular Jamat (Islami) announced 
that if it had succeeded it would enforce sunni law It was opposed by Shia and Aide 
Hadith sects. The said Jamat also announced to declare Ahmadis a non-Muslim 
minority after its success. It was condemned by the Muslims. People cannot be 
deceived by raising the slogan of religion. The PPP presented a solid economic 
programme and won elections.’ 5 
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In his address to the Ahmadya community at the afternoon session of the 
Annual Gathering in 1970, Mirza Nasir Ahmad said that the movement had backed 
some independent candidates but its main support was behind the Pakistan People’s 
Party. It was wrong to construe this stand of the movement as a vote in favour of 
Communism. Communism, he averred, deceived the laborer with its offer to give "to 
every man according to his needs" because, he said, Marxism refused to define these 
needs. Islam, he claimed, offered to satisfy all the needs of man, his physical, moral, 
economic, intellectual and spiritual needs... He expressed his satisfaction over the 
results of the general elect ions which he said represented young Pakistan’s vote against 
hunger in the land. It was, he said, gratifying to note that the youth of Pakistan had 
with one and the same stroke swept off their feet the elements hell-bent on creating 
bitter divisions in the camp or Islam on the basis of differences of opinion among 
Muslims. The Ahmadis had no doubt helped the People’s Party but not to enforce 
Communism in Pakistan, he declared.' 

Muhammad Ahmad, Amir Jamat Ahmadya Lyallpur (Faisalabad) disclosed 
that Ahmadya Jamat entered into a pact with the PPP and had been able to get its 
five members elected in the Provincial Assembly. 1 2 Mirza Nasir Ahmad, in one of his 
addresses discussed the reports of the Pakistan Intelligence Agencies and revealed 
that the Intelligence Bureau of Government of Pakistan reported that Daultanawould 
get 25 to 26 seats of National Assembly, Jamat Islami would bag 13 to 14 seats and 
the PPP would get 7 to 8 seats. Some one told me (Mirza Nasir Ahmad) a day before 
the national elections that the final Intelligence Report was the same as had been 
mentioned earlier. On the contrary, our youngmen anticipated 62 seats for the PPP 
in the National Assembly and we are glad that their anticipation was very true. 3 4 
Qadiani-Zionist Interference: During and after elections of the National and Provin- 
cial Assemblies in December, 1970 and January, 1971 respectively all leading religious 
and political leaders condemned Qadiani-Zionist interference in Pakistan politics. 
Mufti Mahmud Ahmad, General Secretary, Jamiat Ulema-e-Islam expressed his 
concern over Qadiani involvement in Pakistan politics at the behest of the US 
Imperialism. Mauiana Shah Ahmad Noorani, President Jamiat-i-Ulema-Pakistan 
condemned Qadiani conspiracy against Pakistan and alleged that they had been 
receivingfunds from Israel through M.M.Ahmad, Economic Adviser to the President 
The daily Jasaraj, Karachi in its leader commented on his statement: 
‘Mauiana Noorani has stated that Communists, Jews, Freemasons and 
Qadianis are conspiring against the solidarity and integrity of Pakistan. He deserves 
profound thanks for his daring disclosure of real enemies of Pakistan. It is no secret 
that Qadianis had played a heinous role in Pakistan politics in collaboration with 
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Freemasonry, a Secret Jewish movement. Freemasons have set up an international 
system to acquire wealth. They had brought under their influence big businessmen, 
directors of large business enterprises, leading members of different professional 
groups and top ranking bureaucrats through various allurements. They had developed 
strong ties with Oadianis through its mission in Israel. In fact, due to their underhand 
methods, Freemasonry had set up a parallel Government in Pakistan. During the 
general elections (1970), they, in collusion with Oadianis, had played an ignoble role 
in influencing election results/ 1 

Mian Tufail Muhammad, Amir Jamat-c-Islami expressed his deep concern 
over the PPP Qadiani alliance and called it an attempt to dismember Pakistan 2 
Zafarullah Meets Mujib: Bhutto maintained an inflexible stand after elections and 
posed himself as a sole leader of West Pakistan. Mujib had also established his 
credentials as a genuine Bengali leader. America, on the one hand, announced to 
promote friendly relations with Pakistan and appreciated Yahya role on behalf of 
Nixon in his new China policy and on the other hand, the USConsuI General in Dacca, 
A. Blood’s role was detrimental to Pakistan’s national interest. Blood’s secret meetings 
with Mujib were known to the authorities; his sympathy for Mujib and his aspirations, 
as well as that of a group of American economists in Dacca who were financed by the 
Ford Foundation was too obvious. 3 

In the middle of January ,1971 Sir Zafarullah went to Hast Pakistan to see 
Mujib. He exchanged views on his six point programme and the question of provincial 
automony for East Pakistan. Mujib whiled away and gave no serious answer to his 
questions, says Zafarullah. He gives the details of his meeting in the following words: 

"In the middle of January, 1971 the writer had an opportunity of meeting 
Sheikh Mujib-ur-Rehman. This has been our only contact. He did not speak with any 
bitterness, and set forth his grievances soberly but firmly. I explained that though I 
was most keenly interested in the tremendous problems with which the country was 
faced, I held no rigid views, and was not pro or anti anything. I would, however, be 
glad to learn at first hand his views on one or two matters to which I attached 
importance. 

I told him that the method of financing the Federal Centre with contribu- 
tions from the Provinces advocated in the six points did not appear to me to be realistic 
or feasible. He said the Centre would havd the power of taxing the Provinces, and the 
Central assessment would be a first charge on the revenues of each Province. I felt 
this was a purely verbal distinction which did not advance the matter at all. There 
would be no remedy available in the case of an improvident or recalcitrant Province. 
He made no comment on this and I did not press the point. 
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I then mentioned that having lived abroad for a number of years, I was 
concerned about Pakistan’s image in the international sphere. This was determined 
in every case largely by the strength and stability of a state, and both these factors 
were primarily the responsibility of the Centre. The result of the elections had made 
him responsible for Centre. Nor was this a mere fluke or passing phase. With the 
abolition of parity of representation in the Central Legislature, East Pakistan would 
always enjoy a preponderance at the Centre. Did he not feel enjoy a preponderance 
at the Centre. Did he not fee! that a comparatively strong Centre would be a source 
of strength for East Pakistan and would, under the new conditions, help to eliminate 
the imbalance and disparities which he had complained of? His only response was a 
quizzical smile." 1 

The Letter: During the crucial days of March, 1971 when Mujib took virtual control 
over East Pakistan and Yahya was playing a dubious role of arbitrator among 
conflicting political groups. Sir Zafarullah wrote a letter from Holland on 8 March, 
1971 to a friend who was ‘very close to one of the West Pakistan leaders.’ 2 The letter 
gives Qadiani point of view on East Pakistan crisis. It says that the only course left for 
Pakistan was separation of East Pakistan in a beneficent way and under the then 
prevailing circumstances reconciliation was out of question. 

Zafarullah says, ‘There is complete lack of trust and nationalist sentiments 
and emotions have overborne faith and religion. The whole world has adopted 
self-determination as its creed. 

The ratio of population between East and West Pakistan is 7 to 6(70 million 
against 60 million) and the ratio of area is 9 (54,000 sq. miles) against 51 (306,000 sq. 
miles). 

East Pakistan is determined upon separation. West Pakistan has no decisive 
argument to offer in opposition to their demand; even if it had ,East Pakistan is not 
prepared to listen to it and to reflect upon it. 

History bears witness that coercion is not only futile but is suicidal. If, God 
forbid, blood is shed this will create an unbridgeable gulf between the two. Material 
loss can be made up, loss of life cannot; and the bitterness and the gloating of our 
neighbour over our misfortunes are inevitable. 

Even assuming that through coercion the partnership could be prolonged 
for a while. There is little chance of any teal accord. Therefore, willingly or unwillingly, 
the only possible course left is separation in a beneficent way. This course is indeed beset 
with difficulties which could today be resolved through mutual understanding but even 
this chance might be lost in a short while. The truth is that in the present circumstances 


1. Sir Zafarullah, The Agony of Pakistan, London 1373 PP127-128 

2. Ibid P.151 



37 1 Clandes tin e Flirtation 

a reconciliation appears to be out of the question and recourse can be had only to a 
beneficent separation.’ 1 

Assault on M.MAhmad: On 15 September, 1971 Muhammad Aslam Qureshi, an 
employee of Capital Development Authority, Islamabad, made an attempt onthe life 
of M.M.Ahamd, Economic Adviser to the President but he could not succeed to kill 
him. He was tried in a special military court despite a strong demand for his trial in 
an open court. Over one hundred members of the Rawalpindi Bar Association sent a 
memorandum to the Governor of the Punjab for a fair and open trial of Aslam 
Qureshi. 2 Alfurqnn Rabwah called M.MAhmad, the acting President of Pakistan while 
giving the news of assault. 3 General Yahya was out of the country and M.M. Ahmad 
was acting as a key person in his cabinet. Raja Zafarul Haq who subsequently became, 
Information Minister in Gen. Zia’s Cabinet appeared in his defence. Aslant Qureshi, 
in his statement before the military court criticised Qadiani beliefs and maintained 
that he was very perturbed and offended to know that Qadianis had been collaborating 
with India and working for the recognition of Bangla Desh 4 5 He was awarded lSyears 
rigorous imprisonment by the Martial Law Court. After the change of Government 
in December, 1971 people demanded an immediate release of Muhammad Aslam 
Qureshi. Maulana Ghulam Ghaus Hazarvi of JUI used his personal influence with the 
Prime Minister Bhutto to secure his release after a period of two years and eight 
months. 

Sinister Plan: In post-election period, Bhutto made many provocative speeches. He 
declared: ‘No constitution could be framed, nor could any Government at the centre 
be run without my party’s cooperation.’ He was not prepared to occupy opposition 
benches in the National Assembly. He also hinted at the recognition of two political 
parties and two Prime Ministers in Pakistan. He got support of military - Junta-focr- 
zada, Omer, Gul Hassan and the bureaucracy. 

On 12 January, Yahya went to Dacca to see the Awami League’s draft 
constitution but Mujib let him down.' In the mood of gloom he went to Larkana and 
received Bhutto’s cooperation. Yahya assigned Bhutto the job of visiting Dacca in 
order to evolve his plan with Mujib. But no compromise formula could be evolved 
between two power hungry leaders. During February, 1971 the political situation 
deteriorated sharply after the "hijacking drama” of two Kashmir students. It was said 
to be an Indian booby trap to ban over flights of Pakistan aircrafts over its territory. 

Bhutto refused to go to the inaugural session of the National Assembly at 
Dacca and even declared that nobody from West Pakistan would be allowed to attend 
the session. Yahya postponed the session without giving a fresh date 6 
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The postponement of the assembly session proved disastrous for Pakistan 
and indicated feelings of hatred and mistrust among leaders of East Pakistan. Dacca 
revolted against this unilateral decision. There was also a sharp reaction in West 
Pakistan: Air Marshal (Retd) Noor Khan, a leader of the Council Muslim League said 
in a press conference that decision to postpone Assembly Session was disastrous. The 
Advisers of President Yahya had misled him. The bureaucracy especially M.M Ahmad 
had created an unbridgeable gap between East and West Pakistan. Some other 
Government functionaries were also responsible for constitutional deadlock. They had 
approached some political parties and their leaders to secure boycott of the Assembly 
Session. The names of Mian Mumtaz Daultana and Sardar Shaukat Hayat could be 
cited in this regard. 1 

Yahya asked a former Defence Secretary Mr.Khurshid for arranging a 
meeting with Mujib. The meeting took place on 15 March, 1971. Wali Khan (NAP), 
Bizenjo (NAP) and Daultana (CML) also reached Dacca. The President and the 
Awami League leaders continued their discussions on 20 and 21 March, 1971 the last 
one attended also by aides. Bhutto reached Dacca on 21 March at the head of a 1 5-man 
team. Yahya-Mujib dialogues took place at two levels between them and between 
technical experts. Yahya’s team was led by Justice Cornelius and General Peerzada. 
M.M Ahmad, Deputy Chairman of the Planning Commission was also associated with 
the talks in as much as financial and economic matters figured prominently in the 
question of relationship between the national Government and the new ‘state’ 
(Province) of Bangladesh. A legal expert, Col.Hasan of the CMF Office at Rawalpindi 
was the fourth member of the Yahya team. Mujib’s negotiating team consisted of the 
hard liner in his party Tajuddin Ahmad, and other top Awami Leaguers, Nazrol Islam, 
Mushtaq Ahmad, Qamar-uz-Zaman and Mansoor Ali and Dr.Kamal Hussain, the 
constitutional expert. 2 

The Awami League team and prominent political leaders of West Pakistan 
strongly criticized the presence of M.MAhamd in East Pakistan at that crucial 
juncture and held him responsible for creating hurdles in evolving an agreement to 
save Pakistan from dismemberment. 

The correspondent of the daily Jang, Karachi, reported: 

"M.M Ahamd,the adviser to the President on Economic Affairs is in Dacca 
regarding discussions with Awami League leaders to solve constitutional deadlock. 
His presence in Dacca had created strong suspicions among the highly responsible 
political circles of West Pakistan. The political and other circles alike believe that 
M.MAhmad, as Secretary, Ministry of Finance and Economic Affairs, before the 
establishment of Ayub regime and afterwards in the capacity of Deputy Chairman, 
Planning Commission during the Ayub regime was responsible for economic depriva- 



:h. 1071 
>166-137 



373 


Clandestine Flirtation 


tion of East Pakistan and had been the architect of political conspiracies. After the 
fall of Ayub, Mr. Ahmad was removed from the Deputy Chairmanship of Planning 
Commission owing to a great public demand. However he was again imposed upon 
the country in a rather stronger manner in the capacity of Adviser to the President. 
His appointment as Adviser was widely condemned in East Pakistan. There was also 
a very sharp reaction and condemnation on his appointment as Chairman Coordinat- 
ing Committee for rehabilitation of cyclone affected people of East Pakistan. Now his 
presence in Dacca at the time when negotiations are being held to solve political crisis 
has become a source of concern because, M.M. Ahmad has been regarded as the 
strongest bureaucrat spokesman of the Metropolitan Political Group which is respon- 
sible for the present crisis." 1 

Political leaders of West Pakistan viz Abdul Wali Khan, Ghaus Bux Bizenjo, 
Mumtaz Daultana, Khan Abdul Qayyum.Shah Ahmad Noorani, and Sardar Shaukat 
Hayat who visited Dacca in early March and held discussions with the Awami League 
leadership pointed out the Imperialist-Zionist intrigues and conspiracies against the 
integrity of Pakistan. Maulana Noorani disclosed that a gruesome conspiracy had been 
hatched in New Delhi and Tel Aviv to dismember Pakistan and M.MAhmad was 
actively involved in it at the behest of Imperialists. Eight leading ulema of Rawalpindi 
demanded removal of M.MAhmad from the office and criticized his presence in 
Dacca. He was held responsible for creating differences among leaders of East and 
West Pakistan and had misled Yahya. 2 The nefarious role of M.MAhmad in the 
crucial Dacca parleys had also been made public by Nawabzada Sher Ali, the Foreign 
Minister in Gen Yahya’s Cabinet. 3 

Sh. Mujib-ur-Rehman said in Dacca that he believed some sort of solution 
might be found to end the deadlock. However his friends had held discussions with 
the President’s aides and despite all their efforts they failed to' arrive at an agreement. 
It was the duty of the President and his advisers to help solve deadlock otherwise the 
countiy would face a grave crisis. 4 

The dialogue failed on the night of 25 March. Army swooped upon Mujib 
and took him in custody. About two month after the military action Rehman Sobhan, 
Prof, of Economics at Dacca University and an adviser of Mujib, while describingthe 
background to the Yahya-Mujib talks stated in the Guardian, Manchester, 5 June, 
1971: 

The Awami League team waited for the final drafting of the proclamation 
on March 25 but the expected call from Lt. Gen. Peerzada never came. Instead 
M.MAhmad flew to Karachi without waiting to see the Awami League response to 
his amendment indicating that the Junta had other plans as substitution of talks." 5 
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A leading organ of the Jamiat-i-Ulema Pakistan(JUP) stated: 

‘M.M.Ahmad had held various posts during his professional career in 
Pakistan. His activities and secret plans require due attention. He and other 
bureaucrats of the same ilk are presently striving to separate East from West Pakistan 
to establish Mirzai hegemony in West Pakistan which they had long cherished.’ 1 

Jamat-e-Islami weekly, the Asia, Lahore wrote: 

‘The presence and involvement of M.M.Ahamd in Dacca parleys are meant 
to sabotage the drafting of Islamic constitution and setting up of a real democratic 
Government in Pakistan. He is responsible for the economic deprivation and back- 
wardness of East Pakistan as Deputy Chairman, Planning Commission which forced 
the East Wing to raise the slogan of separation. His keen interest in negotiations at 
Dacca prove that he was bent on accomplishing his assigned mission. The (adverse) 
results of these negotiations sufficiently proved the extent of his success in his 
mission.’ 2 

. Mian Tufail Ahmad ,Amir Jamat Islami disclosed that after the September 
War (1965) the enemies of Pakistan held a conference in London which was attended 
by Sardar Swaran Singh, Foreign Minister of India, Golda Meir of Israel and Mirza 
Nasir Ahmad to chalk out a plan against the integrity of Pakistan. However Alfazl 
called it an allegation and denied Mirza Nasir’s participation in any such conference. 3 

Gen (Rtd) Abdullah Khan Niazi, the Commander Pak Forces in East 
Pakistan in his un-published biography refers to the existence of an MM Ahmad Plan. 
He says "Maj.Gen. Farman Ali (Military Adviser to the Governor of East Pakistan) 
told me about this plan when they were PO W in India but he did not give its details. 
However the plan meant a complete withdrawal (of Pakistan authority) from East 
Pakistan without handing over power to any successor Government." 4 Rao Farman 
Ali, in an interview, also criticized the role of M.M Ahmad and exposed his intrigues 
in the separation of East Pakistan. 

General Usmani, Commander of Mukti Bahini and a confidant of Mujib, in 
an interview disclosed that after his arrest Mujib was willing to form a confederation 
of Bangladesh with Pakistan. He, through his counsel, Mr. A.K.Brohi, and Awami 
League leaders namely Taj uddin Din, Mushtaq Khundkar and K.M. Qaiser, Pakistan 
Ambassador in China made every effort to persuade Islamabad to come to some terms 
but Yahya disliked a Government formed by Bengalis in Dacca. He even further 
provoked Bengalis by disqualifying Assembly members of Awami League and order- 
ing their indiscriminate arrests. Islamabad knew well that all their repressive steps 
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could further deteriorate the situation but all that was going on strictly in accordance 
with the MM Ahmad Plan} (Italics added) 

The political situation in East Pakistan continued to deteriorate in mid 1971. 
Maulana Maudoodi prepared a Memorandum on 5 June, 1971 and sent it to the heads 
of all the Muslim States and Muslim organizations based in Britain and the USA to 
apprise them of the role some foreign powers and their agents were playing in the 
East Pakistan crisis. 

The Memorandum stresses the role of Hindus, British and Zionist backed 
American lobby in hatching conspiracy against the integrity of Pakistan. During the 
elections two regional parties Mujib’s Awami League supported by Hindu minority 
of East Pakistan and Bhutto’s Pakistan Peoples Party emerged on the national scene. 

‘In West Pakistan, Qadiani (who believe in the prophethood of Mirza 
Ghulam Ahmad of Qadian, India) and had great influence in the government and 
abundant financial resources, threw their full weight in favour of Mr. ZA.Bhutto. 
Firstly, the Qadianis of West Pakistan consider an Islamic State to be extremely 
harmful to their interests and an anti-lslamic state, even if that may be a Communist 
one, is beneficial for them. Secondly as East Pakistan is free from their influence and 
their entire strength is in West Pakistan, therefore their utmost desire and efforts 
centered on the point that East Pakistan, through conspiracy should be amputated 
from West Pakistan so that they might be able to turn the western wing into a ‘Qadiani 
State’ in collaboration with Mr.Bhutto.’ 1 2 

India got benefit of the situation prevailing in East Pakistan to undo the 
country. The activities of Mukti Bahini, Awami League’s para military force trained in 
India increased tremendously in East Pakistan. To get foreign support India signed a 
‘Treaty of Friendship’ with Russia. It was a defence pact. Indian Press had already 
launched a propaganda campaign against Pakistan. 3 The Indian Intelligence Agency 
(RAW) established a network of spies and sent a large number of agents for subversion 
in East Pakistan. It played a decisiverole in the war of aggression launched by India 
against Pakistan. 

In East Pakistan powerful Qadiani lobby supported secessionist elements. 
Mohi Muhammad, Provincial Amir Jamat Ahmadya, East Pakistan, Raja Nasir 
Ahmad, (Incharge Chittagong Mission), Molvi Ahmad Sadiq Mahmud, (Incharge 
Dacca Mission), Shaheed-ur-Rehman, Secretary Islah-o-Irshad and Molvi Badarud- 
din of Rangpur collaborated with pro-Indian secessionists and propagated the 
separatist ideas in East Pakistan. They maintained close links with the Ahmadya 
Mission of West Bengal and sought advice from Sdhibzada Mirza Wasim Ahmad, head 
of Ahmadya Jamat India and Molvi Sharif Ameeni, Amjr Jamat, Calcutta. 
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Qadiani support to the secessionist movement launched by the Awami 
League terrorist organization-Mukti Bahini, in collaboration with the Indian forces 
in former East Pakistan, was part of their anti-Pakistan operations. They worked 
clandestinely for fear of a backlash from Muslim activists. A Qadiani elder once 
confided to the scribe that in the first instance Ahmadiswere secretly aiding the Awami 
League insurrgents in their guerrila operations but when Jamat Islami stepped in and 
their ‘terrorist ’ organizations viz Albadar and Alshams launched an offensive in 
former East Pakistan they were constrained to support the Bengali militants. Ahmadis 
were in small minority in East Pakistan and Islamic militants were bent on crushing 
them once for all. They fully realized that their position would be safe in a secular 
Bangladesh which was likely to emerge with the support of foreign powers. Ahmadya 
Mission Calcutta watched the activities of exiled Bengali leadership and developed 
contacts with those Bengalis who fled to West Bengal after military action in East 
Pakistan. 

The civil war in East Pakistan continued till early December, 1971 when 
India launched an attack on Pakistan. Alfazl gave good news to Ahmadis when the 
war broke out with India in December, 1971. In its 15 December issue, a prophecy of 
Mirza Ghulam Ahmad was published on the front page of the paper which promised 
a bright future and an outstanding victory for Ahmadya community after the war in 
the conventional language of dreams and visions. 1 

Mirza Nasir Ahmad alluded to one of his dreams in an address to his 
community and directed his followers to pray for 313 Dervishes living in Qadian. Those 
Dervish had been complaining to Mirza Nasir against the attitude of the Indian 
authorities who had been harassing them during the War. 2 It may be stated here that 
Qadiani Dervishes were suspected as spies and agents of Imperialist powers by India 
on numerous occasions and were held responsible for their involvement in covert and 
clandestine political activities. 

The Qadiani organ Tehrik-e-Jahid, Rabwah published for the first time a 
vision of Mirza Mahmud Ahmad which he experienced onl 1 June, 1951. In between 
the lines there was a promise of the return of Qadian to Ahmadis. It was further 
predicted that Ahmadis would get Delhi and its surrounding area. 3 
Fall of Dacca: Long chain of intrigues and foreign involvement resulted in the fall of 
Dacca on 16 December, 1971. On 20 December, 1971 Bhutto assumed power as 
President of Pakistan. People demanded an inquiry into the factors that led into the 
loss of East Pakistan and military debacle in West Pakistan. Big processions were taken 
out all over West Pakistan against Yahya Khan and his military and civil advisers. 
There was a wide condemnation of the role played by M.M Ahmad in the dismem- 
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berment of Pakistan on the directives of his Imperialist and Zionist masters. Alfazl 
called the fall of Dacca a temporary defeat and that the important political changes 
that had occurred in Pakistan were indicative of a sparkling in darkness? The paper 
paid glowing tribute to Bhutto and urged on the people to extend full support to him. 
He had given a new vigour, determination and zeal to the nation, it was claimed. 1 2 3 

The nation demanded an independent inquiry into the causes of separation 
of East Pakistan and a trial of Yahya, M.MAhamd and others involved in the 
conspiracy. Bhutto set up a Commission under Justice Hamood-ur-Rehman to inquire 
into the causes of separation and military debacle in West Pakistan. Memoranda were 
sent to the Commission giving the negative role M.M Ahmad had played during 
March, 1971 Dialogues which resulted in political turmoil. 4 Several leaders of Awami 
League and one time even Mujib had demanded M.M Ahmad’s resignation from his 
key post. 5 

Jewish Conspiracy: Rabata-e-Alam-i-Islami Mecca, in a statement on the breakaway 
of East Pakistan disclosed that Pakistan had fallen victim to a Communist and 
Zionist-inspired conspiracy. 

The Jewish Chronicle, London disclosed that Maj.Gen. Jacob who was 
second in Command of the Indian forces in East Pakistan was a Jew. He was related 
to the family of the late Dr. I.S.Fox who was Chairman of the British Zionist 
Federation. The paper said that there were a number of Jewish officers in Indian 
armed forces, among the better known were Rear Admiral Benjamin Abrahem 
Samson and Naval Judge Advocate EllizThirad. 6 

The Filastine Beirut stated: 

it is essential for the Arab world to know that the latest conspiracy, which 
was devised for the destruction of the unity of Pakistan and for the breakup of its 
power and strength as the most powerful Muslim state in the world was which consisted 
of many elements, reasons and targets. World Zionism played as big part in weaving 
its web and the timing of the execution of its plan in view of the fact that Pakistan had 
played a noble part at various times and occasions concerning the problems of 
Palestine and its true and continuous help for the Arab Nation which is connected 
with Pakistan by the strongest brotherly ties in the face of Zionist expansion in the 
Arab countries. 

We are not talking at random but we support our view in this matter by what 
the Jews have written and said in this regard and which threw light on the Teality of 
the reasons and of the repetition of the latest Indian transgression against Pakistan 


1. Tha Jang, Rawalpindi 21 Daeambar, 1871 

2. Alfazl Rabwah, 24 Dacambar, 1971 

3. Alfazl Rabwah, 26 Dacambar, 1871 

4. Javedan Rawalpindi, 16 January, 1972 

5. Maahrig Lahofa, 12 January, 1872 

8. Impact London, 24 DacarnW-13 January, 1872 




Clandestine Flirtation 376 

so that the opinion of the Arab world may be quite clear in the matter of this 
transgression and also it may not be misled by the Indian and Zionist falsehood. 

Jewish Chronicle the British Jewish weekly magazine, which is the organ of 
the Zionist Organization, in its issue of 9 August, 1967 quoted the following words 
taken from a lecture which Ben Gurion delivered at the Sorbone University at Paris 
after the 1967 war: 

The World Zionist movement should not be neglectful of the danger of 
Pakistan to it. And that Pakistan now should be its first target for this ideological state 
is a threat to our existence. And that Pakistani people, the whole of it, hates the Jews 
and loves the Arabs. This love of the Arabs is more dangerous to us than the Arabs 
themselves. For that matter it is most essential for the World Zionism that it should 
now take immediate steps against Pakistan." 

Ben Gurion continues to say: "Whereas the inhabitants of the Indian 
Peninsula are Hindu whose hearts have been full of hatred throughout history against 
the Muslims. Therefore, India is the most important base for us to work therefrom 
against Pakistan. It is essential that we exploit this base and strike and crush Pakistanis, 
enemies of Jews and Zionism by all disguised and secret plans." 1 

Professor Hertz, an American Jewish Military expert writes: 

"The Pakistan Army carries great love for the Prophet Muhammad (p.b.o.h) 
and this is what strengthens the bonds between Pakistan and the Arabs. And this is 
really the grave danger to the World Zionism and stumbling block to the expansion 
of Israel. Therefore it is essential for the Jews that they should destroy the love for 
the Prophet Muhammad (p.b.o.h) by all means." 2 

Bhutto himself disclosed in a press question that Pakistan had been dismem- 
bered through a conspiracy. A questioner asked if Zionism had played a part in 
dismemberment of Pakistan. He said many forces had synchronised and there had 
been an international conspiracy. 3 
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After assumption of the office of CMLA, Bhutto’s next move was to 
consolidate his power and to eliminate potential rivals before they could rise against 
him. The army and bureaucracy were purged in early 1972. Lt. Gen. Gul Hassan, acting 
C-in-C of the Army since December, 1971 andAir Marshal Rahim Khan plussix others 
were removed on 3rd March, 1972 to prevent the "professional soldiers from becoming 
professional politicians." They have been instrumental in bringing him to power. The 
Washington Post reported that a variety of rumors circulated in Islamabad on reasons 
for the ouster of the two military leaders largely responsible for Bhutto’s accession to 
presidency. One news indicated that a coup had been prevented by the move; another 
indicated that General Gul Hassan had a series of private meetings with Wali Khan 
and had refused to inform Bhutto of the nature of these discussion. 2 Bhutto replaced 
Hassan with Gen Tikka Khan; in addition, he appointed Air Vice Marshal Zafar 
Choudhry (a Qadiani) as Air Force Chief. M.M Ahmad became the Adviser to the 
CMLA Bhutto on Foreign Aid and loans. A Junior Officer in the Navy, Commodore 
H.HAhmad (said to be a Qadiani) was appointed acting C-in-C of the Navy. 

After purging of political, military, and administrative leaderships of poten- 
tial rivals and ‘obstructionists’, Bhutto settled down to the political task. He announced 
Pakistan’s withdrawal from the Commonwealth in February 1972, signed Simla 
Agreement with India in July, 1972 and tried to pacify people on recognition of BD 
issue. India agreed to return the POWS and the Pakistan territory which was under 
its occupation. Pakistan returned important posts in Azad Kashmir. The Agreement 
provided for the settlement of Kashmir dispute by peaceful means and bilateral 
negotiations. The cease fire line was replaced by the control line. Some political leaders 
called it a sell-out of Kashmir because Pakistan could not make a unilateral reference 
to Kashmir problem in the UN. 

The period (1972) was marked by linguistic riots in Sind, the brutal assas- 
sination of Dr Nazir Ahmad, the sole member of Jamat-e-Islami in the National 
Assembly from the Punjab and arrests of many political leaders. To muzzle the press 
repressive laws of Ayubian days were enforced. The editors and publishers of the 
anti-PPP paperswere put behind thebar.The monthly Urdu Digest, Lahore, theweekly 
Zindagi, Lahore, the weekly Punjab Punch, Lahore, the daily Jasarat Karachi, Dawn 
Karachi and the weekly Chaitan, Lahore came under fire. Their editors/publishers 
were arrested. Ghulam Mustafa Khar, Governor of the Punjab developed a tussle with 
Shorish Kashmiri, editor of the Chattan, Lahore which resulted in his arrest. 
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Bhutto regime issued ‘Economic Reforms Order 'on 3 January, 1972. By that 
order main industries were put under the state control. Another significant step was 
the changes made in machinery of Economic Planning. Qamarul Islam, a CSP was 
appointed as head of the Planning Commission. The Commission remained a bastion 
of the bureaucracy and a place from which the recalcitrant bureaucrats could frustrate 
the regimes social and economic progress until it had became a division of the Ministry 
of Finance, Planning and Economic Affairs. 1 

There persisted a strong resentment against M.M .Ahmad, the Adviser on 
External Aid, in political circles and people demanded his exit from the People’s 
Government. 2 In February, 1972 hewent to America on an unannounced visit, perhaps 
to negotiate aid and discuss rescheduling of debt issue with donors. The Government 
kept his visit secret which gave birth to many speculations and suspicions. 3 During his 
tour he accepted the post of Executive Director in the World Bank. It was a public 
demand that a tribunal should be set up comprising High Court or Supreme Court 
Judges to conduct an inquiry into therole he played at the behest of lmperialist-Zionist 
lobby in the dismemberment of Pakistan. Maulana Lai Hussain Akhtar, a leader of 
Majlis Khatm-e-Nabuwat alleged that he conspired to weaken the defence potential 
of the country by refusing to allocate the requisite amount of money to the Navy for 
its development when he held the portfolio of Finance during the Ayub regime. 4 
Qadianis and Pakistan Foreign Missions: Qadianis extended full support to Bhutto 
regime in its early two years. A Ifazl wrote numerous editorials to exhort people to shun 
agitational politics and help in the maintenance of law and order and strengthen the 
Peoples’ Government. 5 Mirza Nasir Ahmad, in his addresses, criticized those who had 
resorted to agitation, strikes, and lock outs and made fervent appeals to keep away 
from all these Ihings in the interest and welfare of the masses. 6 He directed his 
community to pray for solidarity of the country and propagate ideas of partriotism 
among the people of Pakistan. 7 In his private addresses he highly praised Bhutto and 
called his regime a blessing in disguise for the Ahmadya community. 

Qadiani missions worked in close liaison with Pakistan Foreign Missions. 
The people living abroad were given to understand that Ahmadis were responsible 
for bringing the PPP into power. Certain high officials of our foreign missions 
participated in social gatherings of Ahmadya community and developed friendship 
with their missionaries. Qadianis exploited such events in achieving their political aims 
and objectives and used them as a shield to carry out sinister plans initiated by Rabwah 
elders. 
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In June, 1972 a delegation of Qadiani Jamat Britain called on the High 
Commissioner of Ghana and Ambassadors of five other African countries. One of the 
members of delegation was the Second Secretary of Pakistan Embassy in London. 
Mirza Nasir had visited these countries when he was on his African tour in 1970. 

Alfazl says: ’To apprise six Ambassadors of West African countries of 
Ahmadya missionary activities and the services they have been rendering, Bashir 
Ahmad Khan Rafiq, Imam ‘Masjid’ Fazal London led a 3-member delegation to visit 
them. The members of the delegation were, Hadayat Ullah Bangvi, Second Secretary 
Embassy of Pakistan, Khawaja Nazir Ahmad Press Secretary Fazal ‘Mosque’ and the 
Imam." 1 

On 6 June, a delegation led by the Imam of London ‘Mosque’ called on High 
Commissioner of Gambia. Hadyat Ullah, the Second Secretary of Pakistan Embassy 
London was one of its members. 2 In May, 1972 Pakistan High Commissioner in Ghana, 
SA. Saeed inaugurated an Ahmadya Hospital and paid a glowing tribute ‘to the 
services rendered by the Ahmadya Community in Africa for the cause of Islam and 
welfare of the people.’ 3 

In early June when Bhutto went on a tour of African countries, Ahmadya 
Community gave him a good reception in Nigeria and made an elaborate visit 
programme in consultation with Pakistan High Commission in Nigeria. 

Muhammad Ajmal Shahid, Incharge Ahmadya Mission Nigeria says in a 
report to Rabwah that the Jamat arranged a reception in honour of out going Pakistan 
Ambassador in Nigeria: 

"Dr S.M.Qureshi, Pakistan Ambassador in Nigeria (recently transferred to 
Beirut) was given a farewell by the Ahmadya Community, at Bristol Hotel. It was 
attended by many Ambassadors and a large number of dignatories and was presided 
over by Justice Kazim. l(Ajmal Shahid) read out my address and H.E.S.M. Qureshi 
delivered a speech." 4 

A farewell party was arranged by Ahmadya Jamat, London in honour of Lt. 
Gen. Muhammad Yousaf, Pakistan Ambassador in London at Mahmud Hall, London 
‘Mosque.’ The participants included Mayor of Wandsworth, High Commissioners of 
Ghana, Nigeria and Gambia, Prof. Dr Salam, and Qazi Afzal Hussain, General 
Manager PIA in Britain. In reply to an address of the Imam of London Mission . 
B .A. Rafiq, the Ambassador appreciated the activities of Jamat Ahmadya specially 
their public welfare services and promised to visit Ahmadya ‘mosque’ Zurich when he 
would reach Switzerland. 5 
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Jamat Ahmadya organized a Seeret Conference in Mauritius. Pakistan 
Ambassador in Mauritius Anwar Khan attended it. 1 2 Similarly Pakistan Ambassador 
in Sierra Leone SA.Moid participated in a reception organized by Ahmadya* Com- 
munity Sierra Leone. Earlier, he participated in a function at Salt Pond (Ghana) and 
donated a sum of $ 100 from his own pocket. He paid a visit to an Ahmadya Secondary 
School at BO. Another Pakistan Ambassador Jamshed Marker participated in the 
Annual Ahmadya Meeting in Trinidad and paid tribute to Anjuman-i-Ahmadya. 

On 28 November, 1973 at the official opening of Ahmadya hospital Agono 
(Ghana), H.E.SA. Moid, the Pakistan High Commissioner in Ghana admired the 
Ahmadya Community. He paid tribute to the Community for having brought better 
understanding between the people of the two countries through their dedicated and 
selfless services. The Chairman, in his remarks observed that revival of Islam in Ghana 
was mainly due to missions of Ahmadya movement and Swedru, which hitherto was 
considered a Christian town now boasted a considerable population of Muslims. 3 

Sir Zafarullah, after his retirement from the World Court, paid a four day 
visit to Ghana. In a welcome address JC Alhassan, Chairman of the Ahmadya 
Movement Ashanti said that the Saudi Arabian Consul in Ghana did not grant them 
visa for pilgrimage to Mecca. He appealed to Sir Zafarullah to intercede on their 
behalf for the resolution of the pilgrimage issue , 4 

On 25 August, 1973 Ahmadya Jamat gave a reception in honour of the 
Ahmadya Community who was on a tour to European Countries. It was followed by 
a press conference which was attended by Lt. Gen. Muhammad Yousaf, Pakistan 
Consul General of Germany besides many diplomats and journalists . 5 

Pakistan Ambassador at Lagos paid a visit to an Ahmadya clinic on 1st 
December, 1973 alongwith the Amir Jamat Ahmadya, Nigeria and Nawab Mansoor 
Ahmad Khan. 6 

Pakistan Ambassador at Ghana attended the Annual Conference of Jamat 
Ahmadya Ghana. 7 

Chinese Ambassador in Rabwah: Ambassador of the Peoples Republic of China in 
Pakistan, H.E.ChangTung paid a two-day visit to Rabwah on 17 April, 1972. He was 
accompanied by Chin Sung Lo, Third Secretary of the Embassy. He was introduced 
to the Presidents of the Ahmadya Associations and other Qadiani heads. Mirza Nasir 
held a meeting with him at the Guest House Rabwah. 8 A welcome reception was 
accorded to him in the lawns of Qasar-e- Khalifat. Present on the occasion were also 
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Sufi Nazar Muhammad, Punjab’s Advisor on Jails and some members of the Provincial 
Assembly. 

In the evening a dinner was hosted in his honour byMirza Nasir. A Provincial 
Minister Ghuiam Gilani, Deputy Commissioner, Jhang Mumtaz Paracha also par- 
ticipated in it. The Ambassador visited all buildings and met with the heads of main 
Qadianis Ministries who explained the ‘missionary’ activities of Ahmadya Jamat. He 
finally called on Miiza Nasir Ahmad on 18 April, 1972 at the time of his departure. 1 

The visit of the Chinese Ambassador to Rabwah was a surprise to the 
progressive elements in Pakistan. Some called it just an ordinary thing meant to know 
about the working of the Ahmadya Jamat which had been a target of attack after the 
fall ofDacca. Others viewed it against the background of Sino- American relations and 
the role played by President Yahya and his confidant M.M.Ahmad who was said to 
be informed of Kissenger’s trip in advance by the CIA . Still others interpreted it as 
subservience of Pakistan Foreign Office to Rabwah and the predominant role Rabwah 
aspired to play in making the future destiny of ‘New Pakistan.’ 

Maulana Abdul Haq, MNA from Akora Khattak, Peshawar asked question 
on the visit of the Chinese Ambassador to Rabwah from Khan Abdul Qayyum, 
Minister of Interior in the National Assembly as well as questions relating to nature 
of Rabwah state, relations between Qadianyat and Israel and anti-Pakistan role of 
Ahmadya Community. 2 These questions were not entertained. 

A few days before the visit of the Chinese Ambassador to Rabwah, Mirza 
Nasir Ahmad, in the 53rd Session of its Majlis-e-Mushawarat (Advisory Committee) 
discussed Sino-American entente and its implications for the world. He called the year 
1971 a turning point in the world politics. 

He stated: 

‘China had emerged as Third Power in the, World. America wanted to 
establish friendly relations with it. It has changed the balance of power and exerted 
greater influence on economic and political events of the world. We are no exception 
to it. These events show that the coming 20 to 25 years are very dangerous and critical 
for the humanity and the world at large. Only an Ahmadi’s heart throbs over these 
things. Hence our Jamat should pray to God. He may save the world from the 
annihilation and the destruction to which it is heading.’ 3 

Mini Rabwah: In July, 1972 Qadianis. established a ‘smaller Rabwah’ in Jinnah 
Township Scheme in Abbottabad. The place was veiy close to Pakistan Military 
Academy where young army officers got their training. A delegation comprising 
members of the NWFP Assembly, leading members of ,Hazara Bar Association and 
some members of political parties waited on Mufti Mahmood, the then Chief Minister 
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of NWFP to present their demands and to press for necessary action against the new 
Qadiani centre. 

The people of the North-West Frontier Province were alarmed at the 
existence of a Qadiani colony in Abbottabad. It was apprehended that Qadianis were 
eager to add more ‘sheep to their Messiah’s flock’ as only a few Qadiani families lived 
in whole of the NWFP. 1 2 They were particularly eager to set up new missions in the 
NWFP and Baluchistan; the then troubled areas of Pakistan. 

During the last days of Ayub rule (1968-1969), two Qadiani Officers (Khan- 
zada Abdul Salam, Deputy Commissioner, Abbottabad and Jalil Ahmad, Cantonment 
Officer) acquired 125 acres of land under Compulsory Land Acquisition Act at a rate 
comparatively higher than prevailing at that time. Over 13 acres of land was immedi- 
ately acquired by Qadianis and the area was brickwalled. All was done in haste because 
the political situation prevailing in 1969 was fluid so the plan to start some type of 
construction was temporarily shelved. 

Different stories were in circulation among the people about it. It was widely 
believed that it was a CIA Plan to acquire land in that area which in future would be 
turned into anew Badaber base. It may be recalled that in 1958, SikanderMirza-Suhar- 
wardy Administration signed an agreement with the US whereby America set up a 
military intelligence base at Badaber rear Peshawar. American spy Gary Powers took 
off from Peshawar in his U2 Aircraft on 1st May, 1960 and was shot down over Russia. 
The base was wound up in 1968 or 1969. After the expiry of the agreement Americans 
desired either to extend the period of their stay or to sign another such agreement 
with Pakistan. It was alleged that Qadianis wanted to set up an experimental station 
which could in future be used for monitoring radar signals and trekking radio traffic 
in Russia and China. The rumours received credence because Dr Abdus Salam was 
at that time Chairman of the Pakistan Atomic Energy Commission and adviser to the 
President on Science and Technology and Zafar Chaudhiy was the Air Chief. Mini 
Rabwah could not be set up due to strong movement launched by the ulema against 
it and the spread of wild stories about its establishment in the strategically important 
province of Pakistan. 

London Plan and Nasir’s ‘Revelation’: Although the PPP Government signed an 
accord with the NAP -id and they formed provincial ministries in NWFP and 
Baluchistan respectively but it continued to put unnecessary pressures on them. In 
September, 1972 Pakistan press splashed the news of a London Plan. The National 
Aw ami Party (NAP) was accused of being disloyal to Pakistan . The alleged plan aimed 
at a confederation of Bang] a Desh, India, Pakistan and Afghanistan. It also envisaged 
four autonomous states in Pakistan including two Pakhtoon states in the provinces of 
Frontier and Baluchistan to be linked into a mini-confederation of their own. The men 
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active behind the plan were said to be Wali Khan (NWFP), Ataullah Mengal 
(Baluchistan), Akbar Bugti, Ahmad Nawaz Bugti, Haroon brothers ,Sardar Sher Baz 
Mazari and Zafar Ali Shah of Sind. Except for Haroon brothers and Akbar Bugti all 
were in London. 1 Adjournment motions on the subject were proposed by the opposi- 
tion leaders in the National Assembly but were disallowed on the plea that it was a 
‘delicate matter.’ The existence of the Plan was first narrated byMaulana Kausar Niazi, 
the Federal Information Minister who also instructed the state controlled media to 
play it up. It was perhaps whispered into ears of the PPP stalwarts by the Qadiani 
leadership to malign political opponents of Bhutto regime. Miiza Nasir also made 
similar disclosures. In his address, delivered on 15 December, 1972 at Rabwah, he 
disclosed that a foreign power had prepared a plan to create unrest in Pakistan and 
to launch a movement against his Jamat. 

He says : "Although our sources are limited yet we come to know of 
somethings certain. During the last July (1972) I got the report that a great conspiracy 
had been hatched outside Pakistan to create unrest in schools and colleges to manage 
their closure. I may not disclose the name due to political reasons. But my information 
is very authentic. That I got the report that a certain political party had received 100 
million rupees to incite students in order to close down colleges and universities. If 
you love Pakistan and are interested to see it strong you need not get money from 
outside. A report sent to me from abroad on 6 October (1972) stated that since 
Ahmadya Community had great sympathies for the Peoples Party, they would be the 
target of attack. For that purpose a great plan had been devised out side Pakistan. In 
November I got a report that some foreign elements had been taking extraordinary 
interest in our Jamat for creating mischief. Hence the earlier report was confirmed. 

I have told you that ours is a weak Jamat with limited sources as compared 
to Government sources who may know more about it. It can acquire much accurate 
and more exhaustive information on it. That is why GhUlam Mustafa Khar, Governor 
of the Punjab in his speeches made last week warned those who had been engaged in 
the destruction of Pakistan. We already know that a plot had been hatched against us. 
I had already started praying...enemy of Pakistan had planned to resort to bloodshed 
every where in the country... I have directed my Community to cooperate fully with 
the PPP Government in accordance with the appeals made by the Government urging 
upon (pro-PPP elements) to come out on roads to save the lives and properties of 
people of Pakistan. If we have to cooperate with the Government rather we must 
cooperate then we should pledge to maintain healthy atmosphere in Rabwah." 2 

When opponents of Bhutto had been meeting in, London to chalk out the 
said Plan, Mumtaz Daultana was Pakistan Ambassador ip London. He developed 
close relations with Qadianis and attended their social ami religious gatherings. He 
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attended a meeting organized by the London ‘Mosque’ in connection with 25th 
Anniversary of the Pakistan Day. It was presided over by Sir ZafaruUah. In his speech 
Daultana emphasized that he had come to London ‘Mosque’ to renew the pledge of 
loyalty." About 39 years ago he came to London and had spent his days there. It may 
be recalled Qadianis had been questioning his loyalty since 1953 for his involvement 
in anti-Qadiani movement. But his father Ahmad Yar’s loyalty had always been 
above-board. Alfurqan prayed: ‘May God help you keep this loyalty.’ 1 

Sir Zafarullah, President of the ICJ was the eloquent advocate of the Bhutto 
regime during these days. He severely criticized those who had been resorting to 
agitational politics to topple an elected and representative Government in Pakistan 
and called it a disobedience of God’sCommandment. He pleaded that Pakistan should 
recognize BD as it would, in no way, effect Two Nation Theory. 2 3 
Qadiani Subversion: The relations between Qadianis and the PPP underwent a 
change in April, 1973 when the Government announced the arrest of three Qadiani 
military officers involved in a coup attempt. 

The PPP leadership questioned the loyalty of Qadiani sect and thought it 
expedient to withdraw their support. The Government arrested some persons under 
the Pakistan Army Act and Defence of Pakistan Rules (DPR) for seducing Armed 
Forces personnel from their duty or allegiance to the Government. Although the 
official statement did not describe it as an attempt to overthrow the Government, an 
unofficial leak in the official Pakistan Times said the plotters did very much wish so. 
The plotters included 14 majors, three Lt. Colonels, One Brigadier, one Wing 
Commander and one Squadron Leader. They were instigated by Lt. Col(Retd) Abdul 
Aleem Afridi (dismissed alongwith Brig(Retd) F.B Ali for allegedly trying to prevent 
Bhutto’s take over from Yahya. Ali was married to Air Marshal (retd) Asghar Khan’s 
sister). The plotters would have arrested Bhutto after his return from Tehran on 11 
April and taken him before the National Assembly for impeachment etc. The plan 
further aimed to arrest by use of force the top Government executives and all the 
generals to deprive the country of its top direction and its Armed Forces of their 
Command structure so as to preclude any possible reaction on counter measure in the 
crisis and confusion that could ensue ? 

Among the plotters three were Qadianis viz Maj. Farooq Adam Khan, Sq. 
Ldr. Muhammad Ghaus and Maj. Saeed Akhtar Malik. .Maj. Saeed was the son of 
Akhtar Hussain Malik and nephew of Lt. Gen. Abdul Ali Malik who ranked third in 
seniority to the then Army Chief Gen. Tikka Khan. As stated earlier Gen Akhtar 
Malik was involved alongwith others in the 1965 CIA-sponsored Indo-Pak War. He 
later served as Pakistan’s military representative on the Cento Secretariat in Ankara. 
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Maj. Saeed questioned President Bhutto about the POWS and the use ofArmy in 
Baluchistan at an officer’s meeting. 1 

The involvement of three Qadianis in the plot created feelings of ill-will 
among top leadership of Rabwah who aspired for power and plotted to over-throw 
the Bhutto regime through a coup. They also collaborated with the bureaucracy and 
some officials of the Foreign office who were under the influence of Freemasonry. It 
is also said that they were disgusted with some aspects of forthcoming permanent 
constitution of Pakistan. 2 

After about two months, the Government reported another plot in which 14 
PAF Officers were involved. The trial of these officers opened at Badaber/Attock on 
27 July, 1973. One of the accused Group Captain Abdul Sattar disclosed that he had 
been falsely implicated in the case. Ahmadis had been conspiring to overthrow Bhutto 
Government and Air Marshal Zafar Chaudhry, Air Vice Marshal Saadullah Khan, 
Corps Lt. Gen. A. Hamid Khan and Air Com. A.W.Mufti were involved in it. He told 
the court that he was disgraced in a most humlitiating way and subjected to mental 
and physical torture. 3 Further details of the Qadiani plot to grab power and undermine 
the solidarity and integrity of Pakistan in collaborations with Zafar Chaudhry, the Air 
Force Chief came to the limelight in subsequent months. 4 As a result of increased 
Qadiani activities in and outside Pakistan, it was feared that a new crisis was brewing 
and the Zionist lobby had again targeted the country. 

Bhutto disclosed in April, 1973 that Israel played a leading role in the 
dismemberment of Pakistan. To elaborate it further Shorish Kashmiri wrote an open 
letter to Bhutto highlighting the following points regarding Qadian-Israel alliance: 

i) Qadianis have been playing the same role in Pakistan as Zionists 
in Britain and America. 

ii) An inquiry be made on the following lines to know the nature of 
Qadiani-Israel relations: 

How and in what way Israel interfered in Pakistan politics? Who 
were Israel’s agents and which political party was used to carry 
out their nefarious designs? 

iii) It is the duty of Pakistan Intelligence to give the details of 
operation of Qadian Mission in Israel which is a political Depart- 
ment in the garb of a missionary centre. What purpose does it 
serve? To whom Qadianis preach? Israel does not allow Christian 
missionaries to propagate their belief why does it permit Qadianis 
to openly propagate their creed? liow.many Jews had embraced 
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Ahmadism? Is it not evident that Qadianis are agents of Im- 
perialist powers and have been working against the solidarity of 
Islamic World? 

iv) The secular minded members of the PPP are not fully aware of 
the Qadiani problem. They had been getting high posts in 
bureaucracy and are not loyal to Pakistan. They are conspiring to 
get political power in one way or other. 1 
Constitution (1973): The Qadiani involvement in a military coup meant to sabotage 
the constitution and gain power came under attack in the PPP top leadership but it 
did not take the shape of a vendetta. Qadianis were eager to safeguard their political, 
religious, and economic interests in the coming constitution.'They held meetings with 
members of Provincial and National Assemblies and posed themselves great ex- 
ponents of Islam in the West, while some opposition leaders were making demands 
for declaration of Qadianis as non-Muslim minority. To dispel fears of Qadiani 
community, the final draft of the constitution was shown to Sir Zafarullah. He claimed 
to have given his views onthe tremendous powers given to the Prime Minister in the 
constitution. 2 

To appease the opposition and religious extremists, as they were called in 
the PPP circles, the constitution made it incumbent upon the Prime Minister/President 
to swear that he was a Muslim and believed in the finality of the prophethood of Hazrat 
Muhammad (p.b.o.h). The monthly Alfurqan, Rabwah stated that opponents of 
Jamat-e-Ahmadya had impressed upon the Government to add the following under 
lined words in the oath to be taken by the President/Prime Minister of Pakistan which 
related to the finality of the Prophet (p.b.o.h): 

‘I... do solemnly swear that I am a Muslim and believe in the unity and 
oneness of Almighty Allah, the Books of Allah, the Holy Quran being the last of the 
Book, the Prophethood of Hazrat, Muhammad (p.b.o.h) as the last of the Prophets and 
there can be no Prophet after him, the Day of Judgement and all the requirements and 
teachings of the Holy Quran and Sunnah.’ 

Allah Ditta, the editor of the monthly Alfurqan clearly stated that Ahmadis 
believed in Khatm-e-Nabuwat, 3 a trick they had been playing since their birth. 

Abdul Rahman Jami, a member of the Punjab Assembly disclosed that a 
delegation of Qadiani elders met him to explain their point of view on finality of the 
prophethood and wanted to remove the word'the last of the Prophets’ but he took 
them to Afzal Randhawa, an MNA to discuss the matter with him. Ch. Jahangir Ali, 
an MNA from Sargodha stated that the oath had debarred a non-believer of Khatm- 
e-Nabuwat to hold the office of a Prime Minister/President of Pakistan. 4 >l//az/ made 
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following comments on the constitution when it received the approval of the National 
Assembly and authentication of the President: 

"Quaid-i-Azam had envisaged a constitution for Pakistan but he could not 
give it to the Nation. Then the country faced many other problems. Martial Law was 
imposed. It is said that the Army is responsible for imposition of Martial Law. This is 
partially correct. In fact the real responsibility lies on those who created such 
conditions that Army had to step in to impose Martial Law in the country. Thanks 
God the Nation had now got a constitution." 1 

The Table Turns : AK Assembly declares Qadianis Non-Muslim Minority. The PPP 
Government did not like the Muslim Conference Government in Azad Kashmir (AK). 
AK President, Sardar Abdul Qayyum was called a man of Jamat Islami. In June, 1972 
Bhutto signed Simla Agreement with India. The Muslim Conference called it a ‘sell out 
of Kashmir’ and highlighted its implications for the Kashmir issue. The Muslim 
Conference leadership firmly believed in the accession of Jammu and Kashmir State 
to Pakistan. 

To create rift in the rank and file of Muslim Conference, Azad Kashmir 
People’s Party was established in November, 1972. Pir Ali Jan Shah, a member of the 
Muslim Conference in AK Assembly was bought over by Khurshid Hassan Mir, 
Federal Minister without Portfolio and General Secretary of the PPP to establish a 
branch of the PPP in AK. A convention for the establishment of AK Peoples Party 
was held in Islamabad under the PPP auspices. Four members of Azad Muslim 
Conference and the Muslim Conference joined the PPP and played in the hands of 
the Mii^s clique having full backings of Qadianis. The clique planned to create 
dissentions among the Muslim Conference members and unrest among the people to 
topple the AK Government. Ministries of Interior and Kashmir Affairs posted diehard 
bureaucrats to build up the superstructure of the AK PPP after getting the support 
from the political opportunits. Khurshid Mir directed Chief Secretary of Azad 
Kashmir Sheikh Manzoor Illahi and the IG Police to support the PPP to establish its 
tentacles in AK. 

At the time of constitution making in Pakistan in 1972, Khan Abdul Qayyum, 
Federal Interior Minister thought of a plan to turn Azad Kashmir into fifth province 
of Pakistan to get overwhelming support for the PPP in the Senate. The Party enjoyed 
majority mainly in Sind and the Punjab. Federal Minister Maulana Kausar Niazi 
toured Azad Kashmir and met Sardar Qayyum and Sardar Ibrahim to discuss the 
proposal with them. A member of the Muslim Conference, Mumtaz Hussain Rathore 
moved a resolution concerning AK representation iij Pakistan Assembly. The move 
could not get support from other members of the Muslim Conference. The PPP called 
it a ‘secret resolution’ and made a great fuss over it. 2 
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The PPP leadership was convinced that Simla Agreement could not be 
implemented in its letter and spirit as far as the Muslim Conference was in power in 
AK. Sardar Qayyum wrote some letters to Bhutto giving the machinations of the PPP 
to topple his Government through undemocratic means. But Bhutto paid little 
attention to it. The PPP had already been playing the same game in the NAP led 
Government of Baluchistan and the NWFP. 

On 25 April, the AK Assembly session started in Mirpur. The workers of the 
three political parties PPP, Liberation League and Plebiscite Front most of whom 
having the support of Kashmir Affairs Division, staged a demonstration in front of 
the Assembly and violated Section 144 imposed around the Assembly area. A large 
number of Qadianis came from Jhelum, Gujrat and other places to participate in the 
demonstration. They had come to know that a resolution was going to be moved for 
declarating Qadianis a non Muslim minority by a Muslim Conference member in the 
Assembly. The members of the Opposition Party knew that they could invite the wrath 
of people if the resolution was not supported. 1 They immediately adopted counter 
measures in order to make the Assembly session a failure. When they failed to do any 
thing in Mirpur they came to Islamabad for fresh directives. 

On 29 April, 1973 Major (Rtd) Muhammad Ayub moved the Resolution in 
A 2 ad Kashmir Assembly for declaring Qadianis a non-Muslim minority. It was 
supported and passed unanimously by the Assembly. The independent press gave 
wider publicity to this historic resolution. Hundreds of thousands of congratulatory 
telegrams poured into the office of Sardar Abdul Qayyum, President of Azad Kashmir 
from all over the world. He was called Mujahid-e-Khatme Nabuwat. People from 
Pakistan called on Maj. Ayub and congratulated him for his courageous action. 
Despite all efforts of the Bhutto regime and back door manoeuverings of Qadiani 
activists, the resolution was passed. It brought an affront to Rabwah. Ch. Sultan Ali, 
Opposition leader of the AK Assembly and a Qadiani mouthpiece held a press 
conference on the directives of the bureaucrats of Kashmir Affairs Division in 
Rawalpindi. He called the Resolution for declaring the Ahmadis a non-Muslim 
minority ‘a political stunt based purely on expediency 1 and added that he would not 
support any such move which was not demanded by the people of AK and formed to 
divert the people’s attention away from general sense of disenchantment and might 
give rise to communalism and even do harm to freedom movement of Kashmir. 2 
People gave no importance to such utterances of pro-establishment flunkies. 

Qadiani Reaction: Qadianis reacted sharply over the Resolution. Mirza Nasir Ahmad 
poured his indignation and venom in the following words: 

"On the 30th of April when we saw the newspapers in the morning, we found 
that a resolution of the Azad Kashmir Assembly had been mentioned there. He read 


WMtty loil-o-NIhar, Labors, 3 June, 1873 
Pakistan Timet. 4 May, 1873 



391 


The Movement Snowballs 


out the resolution from the Daily Imroze and said that the other newspapers had also 
published almost the same wording of the news item.. .‘The newspapers which are 
closely connected with the Ministiy of Information and Broadcasting have published 
this news item conspicuously. The responsibility of so doing either rests on the 
shoulders of some officer who is working with this Ministry or on these newspapers 
who think that whatever lie they might publish nobody is going to question them and 
they will not be taken to task." 

Mirza Nasir Ahmad then says that the Assembly of Azad Kashmir had passed 
a resolution and not a Bill in its session held at Mirpur, to the effect that a 
recommendation be made to the Government of Azad Kashmir that the Ahmadis be 
declared a minority, the preaching of Ahmadyat be banned and the Ahmadis be told 
to register themselves as a non Muslim minority. "Thereupon, I called some responsible 
members of the Jamat from Azad Kashmir (till then, the situation had not cleared 
up). When they reached here (the next day) I told them that my basic instruction to 
them was that even if this recommendation was accepted by the Government and it 
became a law, we must remember that the law says that every Ahmadi who considers 
himself a non Muslim should get himself registered. We have nothing to say against it, 
for every Ahmadi considers himself to be a Muslim and he is a Muslim in the sight of 
All Knowing God too. This law does not apply to him. You should tell all the Ahmadis 
that there was no need to register themselves. He who knows that he is a Muslim why 
will he get himself registered as a non Muslim. And if he did that, he will certainly be 
telling a lie, and you know Islam does not permit that lies be told." 1 

On the basis of information supplied by Qadianis from AK, Mirza Nasir said 
that out of 25 Assembly members, 1 1 were in opposition and were not present at the 
Mirpur session, 5 were absent and 9 members passed the resolution. 

He believed : "In the first place we are sure that the consent will not be given 
to this resolution for, in our country at least in some places, and even in some places 
of Azad Kashmir, there are people who are intelligent and have insight, though in 
places it seems to be lacking but not altogether some very intelligent people are also 
there. Our President is a very intelligent person and has great insight. There are quite 
a number of other people who are gentle, good hearted, and just. "After expressing his 
doubts in its implementation he aTgued: 

‘We are not worried about it. What we are worried about is that if this 
mischief reaches its climax, Pakistan will not exist an y more. We, therefore, pray to 
God and the patriotism that abounds in us makes us struggle for it that no mischief 
should raise its head lest Pakistan’s existence is endangered. After all the result of the 
mischief will be that some heads will be chopped off, some people wounded. Who will 
they be and what will happen to whpm,only God know$. But when this kind of mischief 
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will raise its head, we (as Pakistanis) will be put to shame. Pakistan will get a bad name 
everywhere.’ 

Mirza Nasir then emphatically concluded: 

‘I must like to tell everybody that the Ahmadis are not hankering after 
political power; their domain is quite different. They are in no need of any certificate 
from any political people as to whether they are Muslim or not; they do not even need 
any certificate from a king or a Mufti. AH these are meaningless things.’ 1 
Advisory Body Meeting: An important and Extra-Ordinary Session of Majlis 
Mushawarat of Ahmadya Community of Pakistan was held on 27 May, 1973 in 
Rabwah. It was participated by 490 representative from all over Pakistan. It was 
presided over by Mirza Nasir Ahmad who disclosed that a conspiracy had been hatched 
against Ahmadya Jamat and Pakistan. He then discussed political events since 1970 
and gave an analysis of the role played by different political parties in the elections of 
1970 highlighting the services of Ahmadya Community and it achievements. 2 He 
discussed the after effects of elections and way some people and some parties acted 
towards the Jamat. He told the representatives that the Jamat had a good tidings from 
God, ‘the victory is going to be ours, we have been assured in no ambiguous terms.’ 

Miiza Nasir asked his foreign-based missionaries to send telegrams and 
protest letters to Government of Pakistan to condemn the AK Assembly resolution. 
Qadianis of the Occupied Kashmir were directed to condemn the Resolution and 
malign Pakistan point of view over the issue. London Mission served as focal point 
for this vicious campaign. 

The Pakistan Society University of Birmingham UK, a Qadiani dominated 
organization, in its executive committee meeting condemned the resolution adopted 
by the AK legislative Assembly declaring^ Ahmadis a non-Muslim minority and 
imposition of a ban on the propaganda of Amnajliyat in the area. It also condemned 
that the Ahmadis be registered and should get representation in various walks of life 
on the basis of their being non-Muslim minority. The AK Government was called a 
police state. 

The meeting demanded "we in the interest of the people of country ask the 
President of Azad Kashmir to reconsider the resolution which can adversely effect the 
unity among the people and can lead to the division of the country which is so vital at 
the moment ." 3 (Italics added) 

Manzoor Ahmad Advocate, Amir Jamat Ahmadya AK called the Resolution 
a sinister and dangerous betrayal of the nation and country, an attempt to sabotage 
the struggle movement of Kashmir and a conspiracy to destroy the peace and stability 
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of Pakistan. "It would degrade and shame Kashmiris in the world eyes. The Resolution 
did not represent the opinion of the Muslims of Kashmir. Instead it is a conspiracy 
and intrigue on the part of the agents of the anti-state forces and elements,' 1 he claimed. 

Sadruddin, Amir Jamat Lahore in a statement made no comments on the 
Resolution but only maintained that Mirza Ghulam Ahmad did not claim to be a 
Nabi. 2 Maulana Taj Mahmood, a Member of Majlis-e-Tahafaz-e-Khatam-i-Nabuwat 
gave a befitting reply to Qadian and snubbed them in traditional Ahrar polemics. 3 

On the instruction of Bhutto, Khan Abdul Qayyum, Minister for Kashmir 
Affairs alongwith a Joint secretary from the Kashmir Division met Sardar Qayyum at 
Mangla and impressed upon him the need to announce that the Resolution was only 
a recommendation in order to save the PPP Government from an undue embarrass- 
ment in Pakistan. Sardar Qayyum made a political blunder by making an an- 
nouncement as directed by the Kashmir Affairs Division particularly the unscrupulous 
agents of Rabwah. He, however, rectified it later on at the cost of his popularity. He 
was constantly threatened with dire consequences by Khan Qayyum, Khurshid Mir, 
and Yusaf Bach, Special Advisor of President Bhutto. Qadiani-inspired campaign for 
the ouster of Sardar Qayyum was intensified. A few Qadiani demonstrators aided and 
financed by Manzoor Ahmad Advocate, the Amir Jamat Ahmadya, Azad Kashmir 
demonstrated and disrupted a public meeting Sardar Qayyum was going to address at 
Kolti where a few Qadiani families lived. 4 

Bhutto invited Sardar Qayyum to Lahore to discuss the implications of the 
Resolution with him. He reached Rawalpindi alongwith Manzar Masud, the Speaker 
of the Assembly on 16 May but was not allowed by Mir-Qayyum-Bach trio to see him 
at Lahore. They feared that his presence in Lahore might create unrest in the Punjab. 
Sardar Qayyum by that time had become inflexible and rigid in his attitude and refused 
to yield to Government pressure. The Kashmir Committee was set up in Kashmir 
Affairs Division, reminiscent of AH India Kashmir Committee of Mirza Mah- 
mud(1931) to handle the issue. It met from 17-19 May to chalk out an action plan to 
meet the situation created by the Resolution. Chief Secretary and the IG Police AK 
were also summound to assist the Government. The trio proposed the arrest of Sardar 
Qayyum and a few Muslim Conference members. Muhammad Sadiq Nagra, the IG 
was reluctant to take this action. The Speaker was forced by the Pakistan CID to make 
a false statement that Sardar Qayyum had resigned. Qadianis proposed that the AK 
Assembly session should be called in Pindi to make that false announcement. 

On 27 May, four member of AK Assembly accused Sardar Qayyum of 
keeping Speaker of the Assembly Sh. Manzar Masud jn illegal confinement to thwart 
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rhe procedure laid down in the 1970 Act of the passage of a no-confidence motion 
against him. The charge was made by Ch. Sultan Ali, leader of the opposition, Pir Ali 
Jan, President Azad Kashmir Peoples Party, Ghulam Hasan Kirmani and Ahmad Shaft 
Saraf both of ruling All J & K Muslim Conference. 1 2 A few pro-Qadiani PPP Liberation 
League lawyers of the Mirpur Bar Association, in a resolution, demanded that 
Presidential system be abolished and Baltistan and Gilgit be included into the new 
parliamentary set up of AK. The meeting charged the AK Government with malprac- 
tices, violation of fundamental rights, etc. 

As against a small group of Qadiani hoodlums, the people of Pakistan 
strongly supported the Resolution. Hundreds of resolutions were passed to condemn 
Qadiani intrigues in Kashmir and it was demanded that Qadianis should be declared 
a non Muslim minority in Pakistan. Sardar Qayyum was assured of all help. He refused 
to tender resignation and boldly condemned the despicable role being played by the 
Qadiani henchmen and the PPP cohorts. 

Kashmir Affairs Division, however, insisted on moving a non-confidence 
motion against Sardar Qayyum. A motion was prepared by the Division and was 
handed over to certain leaders of the AK political parties for their signatures. Ch. 
Noor Hussain, President Azad Kashmir Conference disclosed in a press conference 
that the leaders of the parties were asked to sign the no-confidence motion on behalf 
of their Assembly members. Ch. Sultan Ali (Liberation League) and Bashir Hussain 
Khan signed it. Ch. Sohbat Ali and Ghulam Hasan Punjabi were not present so their 
signatures were forged. 

On 25 May, a huge procession led by the Muslim Conference leaders 
encircled the President House. They raised slogans against three ‘Musketeers’ i.e Mir- 
Khan-Bach trio and functionaries of the Kashmir Division. Sardar Qayyum’s cabinet 
unanimously supported and ratified the Resolution. A strong pro-Qayyum movement 
swept the AK. But the same day Radio Pakistan announced that 11 members of AK 
Assembly had moved a no-confidence motion against the Qayyum Government. It 
was the same motion which was prepared by the Kashmir Affairs Division and only 
two members had signed it. Sardar Qayyum was said to be arrested and lodged in a 
jail in Gilgit. The Chief Secretary and IG Police of AK were called back. The younger 
brother of Sardar Qayyum, Abdul Ghaffar Khan was arrested from Poonch House, 
Rawalpindi under DPR on the ridiculous charge of smuggling out Bengalis from 
Pakistan. 3 

The Opposition Parties 4 in the Pakistan National Assembly ventured to 
move an adjournment on the AK situation but the Speaker dragged the members into 
the procedural controversy of its admissibility. The Opposition leaders accused the 
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Federal Minister for Kashmir Affairs Khan Qayyum of unwarranted intervention in 
AK. It also accused Ministry of Kashmir Affairs of creating unsettled conditions in 
the liberated territory. It further stated that attempts were being made to remove an 
elected President of AK and the Speaker of the AK Assembly had been abducted, 
brought in Islamabad and detained on the National Assembly premises for 4 hours 
and that other members of AK Assembly were also abducted. K.H.Mir, Minister 
without Portfolio had highly unpleasant exchange of talks with Maulana Shah Ahmad 
Noorani. The Speaker expunged the remarks from the record. 1 Minister of State for 
Defence and Foreign Affairs said the Government of Pakistan had no jurisdiction 
over AK Affairs. 

Bhutto realized the gravity of situation. He met Sardar Qayyum to resolve 
the crisis. 2 The matter had been taking a violent turn and would have great repercus- 
sions for the PPP Government in Pakistan. Qadianis took it very ill. It was one of the 
causes of Qadiani-PPP differences. 

Mirzael: By July, 1973 Shorish Kashmiri compiled a pamphlet Ajmi Ismet 3 to prove 
that Qadianism was not religious but a political issue. Qadianis were plotting to 
undermine the solidarity of the country and an Akali Sikh-Qadiani conspiracy to 
dismember the Punjab was underway. Syed Maudoodi in a letter to Shorish stressed 
the need for its wider dissemination in all Arab States so that they could realize the 
nature of Qadiani danger and adopt ways and means to check their entry into these 
states. Shorish then addressed the following letter to the heads of the Arab States 
which throws light on the genesis of Qadiani problem and its implication for the 
Muslim world: 

‘I wish to draw your kind attention to a very important problem, which, 
perhaps, has not received your due consideration before and, that is why, I would 
request you to please devote personal attention to the following lines in order to 
understand the real significance or, rather the crux of the problem. 

1. The Qadiani sect came into being about forty years after the 
establishment of the British Rule in India as a basic requirement 
of the British Imperialism in this subcontinent. The British 
Government, despite its persistent efforts could not succeed to 
extinguish the sensitiveness of the Muslim population towards 
their faith in their National integrity and devotion to the Quranic 
education of Jehad. It was Mirza Ghulam Ahmad, who did com- 
plete that mission on the religious grounds by declaring every one 
a Kafir who did not believe in his "Prophethood". At the same 
time he came forward with a complete negation of the concept of 
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Jehad on the plea that Jehad had lost its significance in presence 
of the British Rule’s blessing. 

2. The N.W.F.P. was the centre of Jehad activities in those days and 
Punjab being its next door neighbour a territory which later on 
proved to be the main supply line of the most loyal and valiant 
soldiers and unbreakable and expedient spies for the British 
Kingdom. It is obvious that such a soil as Punjab could be the best 
suited for the creation of a Prophet like Mirza Ghulam Ahmad 
who as a very loyal henchman of his benefactors never betrayed 
their cause of disintegrating the National Unity of the Muslims 
throughout his life. 

3. Upto the creation of Pakistan the small Qadiani sect had emerged 
into a powerful political element as a result of the generous and 
patronising attitude of the British Rulers and that was obviously 
meant for achieving their own sinister ends. 

4. After creation of Pakistan the Qadianis as a forceful political 
faction within the Muslim nation started their journey under a 
wellplanned programme to snatch political power in Pakistan and 
that is a matter of really grave concern for the dominant Muslim 
population of Pakistan. 

5. Qadianis have set up their political mission ( and they name it, a 
preaching mission) at Tel Aviv in Israel and working as an agent 
of the Imperialist block both in Pakistan and the Arab world. 
Their fifth columnist activities for furtherance of the sinister 
political strategies of their masters have earned them so much 
admiration that they have now started contemplating creation of 
another Israel for themselves in this part of the world. For this 
purpose they have been supporting the forces responsible for the 
separation of East Pakistan, and further with their negative politi- 
cal attitude they are lending their patronage to the socalled 
secessionist movements in Baluchistan and NWFP. 

This is because their only target is to isolate Punjab from the other provinces 
of Pakistan. In that event the Sikhs of East Punjab, seeing that the Muslim Punjab has 
been left all alone and deserted, sh all come forward with a demand of their repatriation 
to this land of their holy shrines. In response the Qadianis shall readily support the 
acceptance of this demand and ask for the restoration of their Madina-tun-Nabi 
(Qadian, where Ghulam Ahmad is buried). You can well imagine that this is possible 
only if both the parts of former Punjab get reunited and that too, under the joint 
political control of the Sikhs and the Qadianis. Please just see how this ‘Ummah’ of 
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the Victorian brand ‘Prophethood’ is trying to sabotage the basic ideology of the 
creation of this great Muslim country. The knowledgeable and well informed circles 
of Pakistan are very much perturbed over this undesirable state of affairs. 

The Qadianis are betraying the Pakistan Government on the one hand and 
keeping the world conscience in complete darkness on the other by their tactful 
propaganda system. Qadianiyat is not a religion but a political party of very reactionary 
designs. With their sheer cleverness they are trying to remain a part of the Muslim 
nation and thus avail of political facilities and dividends thereby, but religiously and 
socially they have set up an altogether different cult. They are just trying to follow the 
footsteps of Mutazilla by capturing political sovereignty over the 90% of the Muslim 
population of Pakistan. 

Dr Iqbal (the poet of East) in his letter dated 21 June, 1936, addressed to 
Pandit Jawahar Lai Nehru had described the Qadianis as traitors both to Islam and 
to India. He had also strongly opposed and condemned those sections of the Indian 
population who stood for hospitality or religious tolerance in the case of Qadianis. 
For him the defence of the ideological borders of one’s religion or integrity of one’s 
nation was not opposed to the ethics of hospitality or morality. From the above 
furnished detail it is quite clear that: 

i) The Qadiani problem is not a sectarian one in its nature but a 
political one to its entirety. 

ii) Qadianis with the blessing of their Imperialist supporters are 
trying to form a government of their own pattern in Pakistan. But 
they detest every effort of the Muslims of this country to take 
them to task, by giving them name of .religious or sectarian 
controvercy. 

The Qadianis have dug into different important positions in the Defence, 
Finance and Broadcasting departments of Pakistan Government and are busy in 
paving the way for their political domination. At the same time the international 
Imperialist forces who have since long staged a power politics drama are being served 
by the espionage rackets formulated in the guise of Engineers, Doctors and Nurses 
belonging to their community and trained in their own way for such activities.' 1 

AK Assembly Resolution was welcomed and endorsed by religious scholars 
of Arab countries. Muhammad Munirul Qadri, a Syrian scholar in his book, A\ 
Qadyaniah traced the history of Qadiani -British political collaboration against the 
Muslim world. He explained that it was an Imperialist plan to assist Qadianis set up 
a mission in Haifa (Israel) which served as a base to launch political and missionary 
offensive in Arab States. After the exit of the British Government, Qadianis had 
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developed very dose relations with the ‘Government’ of Israel. They had been working 
against the interest of Islamic world under the Jewish tutelage. 1 

Muhammad Saleh Qazaz, General Secretary Rabita-i-Islami made an appeal 
to the Islamic world and in particular to Bhutto in June, 1973 to declare Qadianis a 
non-Muslim minority and check their activities in Arab countries. The appeal was 
published in Rabita’s Organ ‘Akhbar Al-Alamal-lslami’ in its 11 June issue with its 
comments that Qadianis had been conspiring to undermine the integrity of Pakistan. 

Al Nadwah, an influential paper of Mecca published a statement signed by 
leading scholars of Islam to support the Resolution. It included Syed Amir Katbi 
(Nigeria). Hasan Al Mashat, Hasnain Al Mukhlov( former Mufti of Egypt), Abu Bakr 
Jarmi, Muhammad Alvi Malki and other scholars from Saudi Arabia. They expressed 
their concern over the Qadian Zionist collaboration and the clandestine operations of 
the Ahmadya Mission in Israel. They demanded that Ahmadya activities should be 
checked and the sect be declared a non-Muslim minority. 2 

Maulana Abdul Haq, an MNA from Akora Khattak moved an adjournment 
motion for declaration of Qadianis a non-Muslim minority in Pakistan. It was not 
entertained and was subsequently rejected. 3 

Nasir Goes Abroad: The AK Resolution created a great unrest among the Qadianis 
living abroad. Muslim organizations in Europe and Africa gave good publicity to the 
Resolution. It afforded an opportunity to African converts to re-co nsider their belief. 
Qadianis realized that it would have far-reaching rej^^ussions on their ‘proselytising’ 
activities abroad. 

In mid-July 1973, Mirza Nasir Ahmad left for a tour of European and African 
countries. It wasa political mission similar to those he had already undertaken in 1967 
and 1970 respectively. In London he was received by Sir Zafarullah, some leading 
Qadiani missionaries from Scotland and High Commissioner of Gambia. He held 
secret meetings with the CIA and Zionist agents and discussed leading political issues 
with them. Some members of Freemasonry and Israeli Intelligence Mossad met him 
during his tour to Holland, West Germany, Switzerland, Italy, Sweden and Denmark. 
Unfortunately Pakistan Embassies based in these countries extended eveiy possible 
assistance to make his tour a success. Some functionaries of our Embassies called on 
him and invoked his ‘blessings’. 

In Frankfurt (West Germany) Pakistan Ambassador called on him and 
discussed among other things the damages caused by cyclone in Pakistan. 

In SierraLeone, Pakistan Ambassador called on Mirza Nasir and attended 
a reception given by Ahmadya Mission in his honour. It may be pointed out that 


1. Munir Al Qadri, Alqadiyaniah, quoted In Ctialtan Lahore 21 Mey, 1673 

2. Chrtftan, Lahore, 6 July, 1B73 

3. Alminbot Lyailpur, 6 July, 1973 
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Pakistan Ambassador at Ghana also looked after our interests in Ivory Coast, Liberia, 
Sierra leone, Togo and Upper Volta. Mirza Nasir discussed with him political situation 
and foreign relations of Pakistan 

The Ambassador headed a Pakistan Forum in Sierra Leone, a pocket 
organization predominanted by Qadianis to look after their interests. Bashir Ahmad 
Shams, Amir Sierra leone Mission used it for promotion of nefarious Qadianis designs. 
In reply to a question how Ahmadya Jamat meets its expenditure, Mirza Nasir said: 
The sun does not set on Ahmadya Jamat. Our Jamat in Britain had donated (Pound 
50,000 (about Rs. One million) for opening missionary work in Africa.* 1 2 

It is widely held that Jewish-backed agencies arrange millions of pounds/dol- 
lars for Qadianis to see them flourish and expand their ‘missionary* work in Africa. 
Clandestine transfers are made by intelligence agencies of Britain, America, West 
Germany, Holland and Israel to Qadiani accounts. In countries like Pakistan, India 
and Egypt where America held large unutilized balances of local currency in the shape 
of PL 480 fundi^i regular amount is allegedly transferred to the Rabwah exchequer 
to finance political subversion. With the Jewish support Ahmadya heresy had 
developed into an oligarchy with powerful Financial base. 

Nasir came back from his European tour in September, 1973. He called the 
tour a great success. A month after his arrival, Arab-Israel War started in the Middle 
East. On the first day of the War, Egyptians captured Bar-lev position and force of 
500 Syrian tanks and two infantry divisions advanced into Israeli held Syrian territory. 
Israel suffered some reverses in the War. 

Qadian mission in Israel extended all possible support to Israel in men and 
money against "the Arab aggression." Jalaluddin Qamar, Ahmadya Missionary in 
Israel organized a special meeting to pray for the victory of Israel. Alfazl Rabwah in 
its editorials gave very cautious comments on Israel’s aggression and stressed the need 
for prayers to invoke God’s blessings. 3 Mirza Nasir kept silent, as was expected from 
him and never condemned Israel and its aggressive Zionist policies in an unequivocal 
terms. 

Maulana Shams Assassinated: In February, 1973 the NAP-JUI Government in 
Baluchistan was dismissed and the NWFP Government resigned in protest. The 
discovery of an arm cache in the Iraqi Embassy in Islamabad and Akbajr Bugti, a Baluch 
leader's allegations against the NAP facilitated Bhutto regime to take this un- 
democratic action. The situation in Baluchistan continued to deteriorate during the 
PPP rule. Akbar Bugti became the new Governor in Baluchistan. 

Bugti faced a tough opposition. He accused the Mengal andMarri tribes of 
fighting a war of succession with the help of foreign arms. He subjected the province 

1 . Alton Rabwah. S Saptarrbar, 1973 

2. Alton Rabwah, 0 Saptafnbar, 1B73 

3. Alton Rabwah, 28 Octotoar, 1B73 t 




The Movement Snowballs 400 

to inter tribal warfare and invited the Central army on his side. The house arrest of 
Khair Bux Marri, Ata UUah Mengal and Bizenjo aggravated the situation. He allegedly 
resorted to political murders. Abdus Samad Achakzei, the head of Pakhtoon Khawa 
NAP was mercilessly killed in November, 1973. After three mon|^|^aulana Sham- 
suddin, Deputy Speaker of the Baluchistan Assembly was shot dead by unknown 
persons near a village in the Zhob, Distt Quetta while he was on his way to Fort 
Sandeman. He disappeared for several weeks during the early days of Bugti Ad- 
ministration. It was claimed that he was held at Maiwand. He was Provincial Amir of 
JUI in Baluchistan. He severely criticized Bugti Administration and was strong 
opponent of Army action in Baluchistan. He also condemned Iran for its alleged role 
in Baluchistan. His main crusade was against Qadianism. Qadianis distributed the 
copies of the falsified translation of the Holy Quran in Baluchistan. It resulted in great 
resentment against them and a severe curb on their activities was demanded. 

Mirza Ghulam Ahmad, the impostor was infact responsible for changing the 
text of the Holy Quran. He deliberately tampered with the Quranic text and changed 
several Quranic verses through his ’‘revelationary catharsis." In numerous verses he 
added the pieces of his Punjabi style of Arabic and changed their whole complexion 
and meaning. He further claimed that there was absolutely no difference in the source, 
nature and substance of his revelation 1 and that of the Quran. The irony is that he 
continued to proclaim his love for the Quran so much so that he said to have 
considered not even a single comma of it abrogated. But at the sametime he committed 
all types of sacrileges in a planned manner. 

Falsified translations and making changes in the text of the Quran had been 
one of the topics of controversy that marked the early years of Qadianism. 2 Mirza 
Mahmud, the second successor of the Mirza was a very shrewd and clever man. He 
knew that the future generation would become skeptical of his father’s caliber and 
lofty claim of command over Arabic language when they would see those glaring 
distortions. He appointed a board for printing the ‘error free’ Qadiani literature. Its 
editors-J.D. Shams and Chaudhry Muhammad Sharif former Qadiani missionaries of 
Israel wrote prefaces on the Mirza’s works to clarify his position. It was explained that 
the changes in the original text of the Quran had not been made wilfully by the Mirza. 
It was either lack of proof-reading or mistakes had inadverdentfy made by the 
calligraphers. But the interesting thing is that the Urdu translations of these interpo- 
lated verses are in line with the changed text which exposed the malicious designs of 
the Qadiani pretender. 

The interpolated verses are still present in Mirza Qadiani’s books with foot 
notes from Qadiani editors. They apprehend that the change in the original text may 
open a flood gate of insertions and texual variations. They could not dare to insert 


1. Muhammad ShaAJoah Mirpuri, Qadiani Ummai, U*iior» 1973 
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correct Quranic verses in Qadiani books because it cast aspersion on the excesses of 
their dare-devilseer. 

In the first instance Qadianis ^^iot admit that any copy of the Quran had 
been circulated in Baluchistan. It was called a political stunt. 1 When the proofs were 
furnished and copies of Tafsir-i-Sagheer\jy Mirza Mahmud and Sher Ali and Ghulam 
Farid’s translations as well as other Qadiani books were shown to them they resorted 
to counter allegations. Alfazl wrote a series of articles highlighting the printing errors 
from the books of leading Sunni and Shia ulema to prove the instances of alleged 
Tahrif 2 in the writings of those eminent scholars. It was a crude attempt at face saving 
and an admission of all errors of omission and commission of Mirza Qadiani. 

To protest against the foreign-backed Qadiani movement in Baluchistan, 
Maulana Shams led big demonstrations in the months of July and August, 1973. Three 
demands were presented to the Baluchistan Provincial Assembly: 

i) Expulsion of Qadianis from Zhob Area. 

ii) Release of all those arrested in connection with the anti-Qadiani 
Tehrik- 

iii) Declaration of Qadianis a nonMuslim minority in Pakistan. 

The Bugti Government took steps to get ride of the Maulana and at last he 

was allegedly killed by Shah Vazir, 3 a hireling. Mirza Nasir expressed his satisfaction 
over his murder and alleged that he was killed by a smuggler for he was also involved 
in those affairs. 4 The cruel murder remained untraceable. 

Zafarullah’s Secret Mission: In early January, 1974 Sir Zafarullah visited India on a 
secret mission. The news was first given by the weekly Chattan, Lahore: He stayed at 
Qadian for three days. He was accompanied by the Registrar of the International 
Courts of Justice, the Hague. Pakistan had not resumed its diplomatic relations with 
India yet. He entered India through Wahga Check Post, Lahore. A Minister of the 
East Punjab accompanied him from Wahga to Qadian. Khan Qayyum, the Federal 
Minister for Interior extended all facilities to him for his visit to Qadian as Zafarullah 
subsequently disclosed. He stayed with Mirza Wasim Ahmad, Amir Jamat India, at 
Qadian and said to have met Chief of the Indian Intelligence Bureau. 6 He was treated 
as the state guest by the Punjab Government. 

The nature of Zafarullah’s mission may be viewed against the back drop of 
p< st Akali-Qadiani collaboration in setting up of two independent states in the Punjab. 
Qadiani aspired for Qadian (India) while the Sikhs yearned for Nankana Sahib, the 
birth place of Baba Guru Nanak Sahib. 


Alfurqan Rabwah, August and Saptambar, 1973 
Alfazl Rabwah, 20-28 August, 1973 
Weekly Chattan, Lahore St April, 1874 
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A report of the Hindustan Times says: 

‘An important visitor to the town (Qadian) last January, 1974 was Sir 
Muhammad Zafarullah Khan. He stayed there three days. His former residence there 
houses the offices of the Punjab Electricity Department. The Ahmadyas are sore that 
his visit should have been described in the press as ‘secret.’ He was treated as a state 
guest by the Punjab Government and fulfilled several engagements, they pointed out.’ 1 

Mirza Wasim Ahmad, Additional Chief Secretary of Ahmadya Community 
in India denied that Sir Zafarullah visited India on a secret mission as reported in 
Pakistan newspapers and added that Sr Zafarullah stayed at Qadian for three days 
as a pilgrim from 1st January and the Registrar of the ICJ, the Hague was accompany- 
ing him. He entered Indian through Wahga Check Post and a Punjab Minister was 
with him from Wahga to Qadian. There was nothing secret about the visit and he sent 
a message of thanks to the Government of India from Qadian. 2 


Hnduatan Tima*. 31 Odotar Iff74 quoted from th# Wortd F»r«i eomptad by BAfUAq o* London IMon 
BAMq, From tfw Wortd Pnm. P.80 
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QADIANI AIR CHIEF 
RESIGNS 

As stated earlier 14 officers of the Airforce including two Group Captains 
and 21 officers of the Army including 2 Brigadiers (One retired) were arrested on the 
charges of allegedly capturing power by arresting the top Government executives and 
Generals. 1 The plots were discovered before these could be launched. Two separate 
Court Martials were held for t he Air Force a nd Army officers. Trial of 1 4 PAF Officers, 
on charges to overthrow the elected authority began on 26 July, 1973. In accordance 
with the decision of 7 member General PAF Court Martial, nine of the 14 accused 
officers were not found guilty and were acquitted. Only 4 were sentenced to various 
terms of imprisonment, the case against one of the accused having been dropped after 
preliminary inquiries. 

The Army Court Martial acquitted one out of 21 officers, 2 were sentenced 
to life imprisonment, 13 were sentenced to various terms of rigorous imprisonment 
ranging from 2 to 10 years, two were dismissed from service and promotion of 3 officers 
was stopped. 

Although majority of the accused officers were found to be innocent, the 
Air Head Quarter, under orders from Air Chief, Zafar Chaudhry retired all the 14 
officers. It was a capricious decision against all canons of justice. In tempering with 
the Court Martial verdict, Air Marshal Zafar Chaudhry clearly transgressed his 
authority and competence. Some of the accused officers alleged in their statements 
that the Air Chief had wrongly implicated them in the case and wanted to remove 
them from his way for he conspired to grab power. He made the trial a matter of 
personal prestige and was said to have remarked in the cqurse of a talk with some 
PAF Officers that he would resign if even one of the 14 accused was acquitted. The 
Government went into the details of the case, carefully examined the proceedings of 
the Court Martial trials and the trial report of the Judge Advocate General of the 
PAF and scrutinized the grounds on which the 14 officers had been compulsorarily 
retired by the Air H.Q. Bhutto personally examined the relevant papers and discussed 
the matter with eminent lawyers. A detailed examination of the case revealed that the 
officers were not guilty and their retirement was unjustified. The Government also 
came to the conclusion that by putting his personal whim above national interest Air 
Marshal Zafar Chaudhry had proved himself unworthy of trust placed in him. On 16 
April, 1974 Government of Pakistan retired Air Marsha] Zafar Chaudhry, Chief of 
the Air Staff with effect from 15 April, 1974 and appointed Air Vice Marshal Zulfiqar 
Ali Khan as Chief of Air Staff in his place 2 Having lost the confidence of the 
Government and his men it was impossible for the Air Marshal to continue. 


1. Paktatan Tima* Rawalpindi, 1 «nd 3fd April, 1873 

2. Paktatan Tima, Rawalpindi 10 April, 1974. 
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The Government cancelled the premature retirement of 7 officers and the 
premature retirement of the other 7 officers was confirmed but embargo on their 
re-employment in Government and non-Govemment job was lifted; 

An Illusion :Qadiani hoped to get a full reward for their unflinching support to the 
PPP in 1970 elections and their loyalty to Bhutto. Many PPP MNAsand MPAs had a 
chance to visit Rabwah and got a good reception at Qasar-i-Khilafat. Khudam-S-Ah- 
madya organized parties and contributed funds for the PPP public meetings. Qadiani 
students joined PPP led student federations to check the activities of Jamiat-i-Tulaba, 
student wing of Jamat-e-Islami. A powerful group among the bureaucracy and the 
military extended support to Rabwah to win its favour for future promotions. The 
leading anti-Qadiani groups and organizations operating in the country were sup- 
pressed and their activities curbed to appease Qadianis. Mirza Nasir was happy over 
his political bargain. He declared that majority of Muslims had accepted Qadiani point 
of view over the vital religious issues. In Saeed House Abbottabad, he declared that 
majority of people had accepted our interpretation on the belief of the death of Jesus 
Christ and Khatam-i-Nabuwat. 2 After an year he claimed that 70 to 80% people, 
especially the young generation of Pakistan had come to believe that Ahmadis were 
not non believers in Khatam-i-Nabuwat. Like the issue of Jesus’ ‘death’, the issue of 
Khatam-i-Nabuwat would finish in the next five or seven years, he predicted. 3 
Islamic Summit: The oil crisis hit the western world badly in late 1973. It was deemed 
necessary to check any move meant to forge a common front against the western 
powers. In February, 1974 Bhutto announced the convening of the Islamic Summit in 
Pakistan. It baffled Rabwah. The leading role of Saudi Arabia in the Summit was a 
red rag to the Qadiani bull. 4 Mirza Tahir says Saudi King Faisal aspired to be the 
Khalifa of the Muslim world. It necessitated the ending of Ahmadi Khalifat and 
declaration of Ahmadys a non-musjim minority. Move to declare Saudi King a caliph 
of Islam was failed. An anti-Ahmadya movement was, however, launched on the eve 
of the Islamic Summit and a lot of anti-Ahmedya literature was distributed among the 
Muslim delegates. 

At the time of Islamic Summit, Mirza Nasir attacked those Islamic countries 
which on the strength of petrodollars like Saudi Arabia had been opposing Ahmadya 
Jamat. The Saudi Embassies in African countries refused visa to Ahmadis for haj. The 
World Islamic Congress appealed to the Muslim world to check subversive activities 
of Qadiani heretics. The Qadiani press alleged that the Saudis were intolerant towards 
them. The Qadiani paper declared: 


Hasan Askeri Rizvi, The Military and Politics In Pakistan. P283 
Aiful Rabwah, 30 June, 1672 
Alfazl Rabwah, 26 July, 1 873 

Interestingly enough Alhul Rabwah picked up an 'Ilham' of Mirza Mahmud which was published in H* 26 August 
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"The Saudi decision to exclude from the Holy Pilgrimage members of the 
Ahmadya Movement in Islam is religious intolerance of the greatest order which has 
no place in Islam. The Saudi Arabian Government has no control over any Muslim 
out side its territory. It is only an accident that the site of the Holy Pilgrimage is within 
its territory. The Government should not believe as if it was the Muslim equivalent of 
the Vatican. For there is no papacy is Islam. 1,1 

Mirza Nasir Ahmad, in his inaugural speech at the Ahmadya Majlis-e- 
Shoora, Rabwah told the representative of the Jamats that a programme to celebrate 
the cenetary celebrations of the Jam at was on anvil. More than 95 million rupees had 
been promised for the Jubilee Fund. The celebration would start on 23rd March, 1989 
and would continue till the annual gathering of that year. The Jubilee would be 
celebrated all over the world and would reach its climax with the final programs at the 
Jalsa SaJana where delegation from no less than 100 countries would participate. The 
American Ahmadis had promised so far no less than half a million dollars and more 
promises were expected. 

He told the representatives that the opposition to Qadianyat had assumed 
a different shape. It had been heading towards an end. The promise of God of Muslims 
on that occasion is also meant for us. The battle between truth and falsehood had 
entered into the last phase and the next fifteen years would be of great importance. 
He expressed his regret that the dollars earned through the petrol were now being 
used against the Jamat but those who are that must realise and never forget this fact 
that the dollar donated by the sincere heart for the service of Islam could not be 
matched by a dollar of petrol. The former is more valuable and forceful than the 
latter. 1 2 

Rabwah Incident : The forgoing events created an atmosphere of mistrust between 
Rabwah and the PPP. Still Rabwah enjoyed the suppqrt of key figures of the ruling 
party and a good number of bureaucrats. Mirza Nasir Ahmad received the PPP 
stalwarts in his Raj Bhawan with an air of pride. He firmly believed that the PPP 
leadership held him in high esteem and nothing could be done to harm his community. 
From time to time, he ordered heads of different Ahmadya organizations to put up 
stiff resistance against the attacks of his opponents and preach Ahmadya creed in a 
fearless way. ‘How could you celebrate the centenary of Ahmadyat in a befitting matter 
if you did not prove your worth,’ he once advised his followers in a private meeting. 
All that contributed to aggressive moved of the community.- 

In a bid to show their muscles to their opponents, Qadiani belligerents 
attacked the students of Nishter Medical College, Multqn when they came back from 
an excursion trip and passed through Rabwah on 29 May 1974. Qadianis carried sticks 


1. Tahrik-KJahad Rabwah, Fabruaro, 1974 
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and light arms. Fifty students were badly injured with 13 in critical conditions. 1 It was 
a pre-planned affairs and Mirza Nasir was behind the game, The Qadiani goondaism 
unleashed a violent reaction all over Pakistan. Although Hanif Ramay, the Chief 
Minister of the Punjab issued stern warnings to law breakers yet the demonstrators 
paid no heed to it. Mr. Justice KA.Samadni, a High Court Judge was appointed to 
hold an inquiry into the Rabwah incident. In the Punjab Assembly the leaders of the 
Opposition Party moved adjournment motion but the Speaker disallowed it on the 
ground that the matter was subjudice. 2 

Bhutto appealed to the people to wait the results of the Tribunal but the 
movement continued unabetted. The Opposition leaders in the National Assembly 
made stem efforts to move an adjournment motion on the Rabwah incident without 
any success. The Assembly devoted most of the time to procedural debate on the 
admissibility of such a motion. To check the rising movement, many religious and 
political leaders were arrested under the DPR and the public meetings declared 
unlawful. 3 The Government used repressive measures to find an excuse to revive 1953 
macabre drama to shelve the issue. People bore all hardships with fortitude to carry 
out the movement in a peaceful manner. 

Every one knew that the man behind the Qadiani goondaism was Mirza 
Nasir Ahmad. The Government was, however, reluctant to arrest him. He filed a 
petition for bail before arrest in the Lahore High Court. He was associated with the 
investigation into Rabwah incident. 4 Chief Justice Mr. Justice Muhammad Iqbal 
issued notice to Advocate General Punjab who made a statement that there was no 
Government intention to arrest him at that stage and that if at any time any case was 
made out against him during the course of the investigation and there was an intention 
to arrest him, before taking that step the High Court would be informed. The petition 
was disposed of accordingly. 5 

The statements of the witnesses who appeared befored the Semdani 
Tribunal appointed to investigate the causes of the Rabwah incident gave an awful 
picture of Qadianiyat hitherto less known to the world. Muhammad Saleh Noor, a 
Qadiani dissident deposed : 

a) Khadamul Ahmadya is military organization of Ahmadis. It 
believes that the Jamat will soon hold the rein of power. 

b) Qadiani officials are instructed by the Khalifa to manage jobs 
through all legal or illegal means for Ahmadis. 

c) In Africa, Ghulam Ahmad is projected as a prophet Ahmad. 


1. Jaaaral Karachi 3* May, 1874 
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d) There existed in Rabwah an organization called the Furqan 
Force. The witness had been a member of this force and it took 
part in hostilities in Kashmir in 1947. General Gracey had later 
disbanded this organization. The arms and ammunition received 
by Furqan Force were sent to Wahga through a military wagon 
and burried near Mahmud ‘Mosque.’ Volunteers had been posted 
to guard the arms and ammunition. 

e) Ahmadis have a mission in Israel. It is located at Haifa. It is under 
theTehrik Jadid and Mirza Mahmud Ahmad was the Chief of that 
Department. Those who went to Israel from Pakistan had double 
passports. They went to an African country on a Pakistani 
passport and there issued the other passport to go to Israel. The 
latter passport was kept by them secretly. No Jews have been 
converted to Islam. 1 

Mirza Nasir’s Interview : At the height of the mass movement, Mirza Nasir Ahmad 
gave an interview to the Associated Press of America in which he alleged: 

"I am convinced that due to many reasons Prime Minister Bhutto’s PPP has 
engineered the riots. One reason is that PPP wants to prop up its crumbling prestige 
by winning over the support of the extremists of other sects. According to Nasir 
Ahmad, the members of his sect had sworn that when their property was being burnt 
to ashes, the Federal Security Force stood by as silent spectators. Something to this 
effect was also alleged by Sir Zafarullah Khan, in his statement from London. 2 On the 
basis of propaganda line given by Mirza Nasir and Qadiani Missions abroad, the 
foreign press ascribed the Rabwah incident to Bhutto and Shah Faisal’s policy to 
"excommunicate Ahmadis." The Economist stated: ‘Several months ago, when an 
Ahmadi was fired as Chief of Staff of the Air Force. This said to have turned the 
Ahmadis against Bhutto and now died by conspiratorial minded Pakistan as one of 
the motivations, the Prime Minister may have had for inciting the riots himself.’ 

Another such incentive may have been provided by Pakistan’s oilrich Muslim 
brother; King Faisal of Saudi Arabia is said to have urged Mr.Bhutto at the Islamic 
Summit in Lahore last February to deal with Ahmadis and even to have made Arab 
aid contingent on a ‘solution’ of the Ahmadi problem. A follow up Muslim meeting at 
Jeddah in March pronounced the Ahmadis no Muslim, with the Pakistan delegation 
reluctantly acceding. Pakistan’s religious parties have been stepping up anti-Ahmadi 
propaganda ever since." 3 

Zafaruilah’s Press Conference :As a part of Ahmadya' malicious propaganda cam- 
paign against Pakistan, Sir Zafarullah held a press conference on 5 June, 1947 in 
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London. He explained that the present trouble began when about 150 students from 
Nishtar Medical College at Multan had been passing by train through Rabwah, the 
headquarters of the community. They shouted slogans and obscenities at Ahmadis. 
There was similar demonstration by the students when the train returned a week later 
but this time they were greated with a violent reaction and some of them were hurt. 1 

He invited the attention of the international community to the so-called 
persecution of Ahmadis in the Punjab and appealed to the Amnesty International, 
International Red Cross, Human Rights Commission, International Commission of 
Jurists and public welfare bodies like OXFAM to go to Pakistan and help ‘suffering 
Ahmadis.’ He said that his Jamat in America had approached the State Department 
which already knew those things. Similarly Ahmadis of UK should make contacts with 
the British Foreign Office and invite the attention of the British Parliament Members 
so that the British Government could play an effective role. 

He held Jamat Islam! responsible for anli-Qadiani movement. Mian Tufail 
managed to pass a resolution against Jamat Ahmadya in the ‘so-called World Muslim 
League.’ Other elements were also behind the disturbances, he declared. 2 

Zafarullah wrote to the UN Secretary General, Kurt Waldhiem asking the 
Human Rights Commission observers to be sent to Pakistan. Amenesty International 
expressed concern to Pakistan Government about the denial of legal facilities to 72 
Ahmadis arrested at Rabwah. The Sunday Times apologized for an error last week 
when the Ahmadyas were described as non-Muslim. 3 

Huddresfield UK members of the Ahmadya movement wrote to British 
Premier W. Wilson to urge the Pakistan Government to take stronger measures to stop 
the ‘persecution of Ahmadis.’ 4 

The Amir Jamat Ahmadya, Bangladesh presented a 15-page memorandum 
to Bhutto during his visit to Bangladesh. He lauded the Bangladesh policy of 
secularism and demanded that Ahmadis be saved from the hands of the rest of the 
Muslims. 5 

The Ahmadya Mission Nigeria made an appeal to the UN Secretary General 
Dr Kurt Waldhiem and the Director Human Rights to take suitable measures ‘to check 
the violation of human rights against the Ahmadya movement in Pakistan.’ 6 

Qadianis living in St Louis (USA) appealed to the USA to apply diplomatic 
pressure to help protect the rights of their co-religionists in Pakistan. Abdul Kadir 
Haq, General Secretary of the Ahmadya Community said the St Louis congregation, 
as well as others in Washington, Newyork, Chicago, Pittsburgh and Detriot were 
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attempting to inform American politicians about the situation in the hope of bringing 
some American diplomatic pressure on Pakistan . 1 

UK Ahmadis called the attention of the British Premier Mr. Wilson on 
religious problems in Pakistan . 2 Mirza Wasim Ahmad, Additional Chief Secretary of 
Ahmadya Community in India apprised the Government of India of anti-Ahmadya 
campaign in Pakistan to seek its support. 

Pro-Jewish American paper, the Washington Post carried a front page article 
sympathetic to the Ahmadis and blatantly insulting to the people of Pakistan and 
Muslims in general. The paper singled out Jamat-i-Islami for its slanderous remarks . 3 4 

The British MPs expressed their sympathies for ‘Ahmadya victims.’ J.D. 
Qamar, Ahmadya missionary in Israel called on the Israeli authorities to seek their 
support for Ahmadya cause. India was also approached for help. Militant Hindu press 
extended moral, political and propaganda support but the Indian Government 
declined to get itself involved in the internal affairs of Pakistan . Exaggerated reports 
of ‘persecution’ of Ahmadis were sent to the Arab and African countries. The Arab 
press expressed little sympathy for them. 

Deplorable Tendency The Government of Pakistan deplored the tendency of a 
section of international press to distort and caricature internal happenings in Pakistan. 
It called it baseless, the allegations that government had failed in protecting its citizens 
and the law enforcing agencies had acted half hcartedly or in a discriminatory manner. 
The tenditious report agitated members of Pakistan community living in Africa, 
Europe, USA and Canada. Expressions of anxiety were made to Pakistan Embassies 
and petitions were addressed to the Government. Some of those charges were 
contained in statements issued by leaders of Ahmadya community including Mirza 
Nasir Ahmad, head of the Ahmadya community and Sir Zafarullah, former President 
ICJ. 

The Pakistan Times in its leading article refuted all absurd charges levelled 
by Ahmadya missionaries and informed that the Prime Minister Bhutto had talks with 
delegates of all the interested groups. The son of the religious head of the Ahmadi 
community was among them who met the Prime Minister. The Provincial Govern- 
ments were kept in touch with the leaders of the Ahmadi community as well as other 
groups involved in the controversy. It deplored the malicious propaganda campaign 
of foreign missions of Ahmadya Jamats and condemned their anti-Pakistan statements. 
The paper questioned : 

"We are not sure to what extent Pakistan foreign accusers have been 
influenced by the statements of Mir/a Nasir Ahmad and Sir Zafarullah. But it is clear 
that by lapping up whatever was said by these gentlemen they acted in fairness neither 
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to them nor to Pakistan. Similarly the worthy spokesmen of Ahmadya community have 
only harmed their own cause by securing for foreign help against their own Govern- 
ment and rendered themselves liable to the charge that they care more for their 
international connections than their loyalty to the land where they have enjoyed 
extraordinary facilities and privileges. Indeed they are more guilty of sullying the image 
of their country than their friends abroad." 1 

Link - an Indian news magazine made following comments on Zafarullah’s 
Press conference in London: 

"His recent Press Conference in London to malign the Government of 
Pakistan in Rabwah incident is part of a bigger scheme. One readily wonders where 
this judge of the International Court of Justice was when Indian massacred the 
members of the Muslim minority in more than three thousand communal riots till 
today. 

Zafarullah Khan in his Press Conference in London said that atleast 20 
persons were killed in Rabwah and, therefore he sought the intervention of Amnesty 
International and Commission for Human Rights and the International Red Cross. 
For people in Pakistan who are in the know of full facts this was a bolt from the blue 
and a stab in the back. A gross exaggeration of the whole incident. Zafarullah played 
well to the tunes of his masters. Let us all try to identify his masters. You will find 
them in Washington in London, in Delhi and now most probably willing connivers in 
Moscow as well.'* 2 

Foreign Hand : Prime Minister Bhutto tried to blame the Opposition Parties and 
foreign powers for having fanned the agitation. Speaking in the National Assembly 
on 3 June, 1974 he said that the Opposition had been looking for opportunities to 
create fresh trouble. Replying to the Opposition demand that Ahmadyas be declared 
a non Muslim minority, Bhutto said that the categories of minorities had been defined 
in the Constitution, and all parties, including the Jamat-i-Islami and Jamiat-ul-ulema 
Islam, had agreed to it. They could have "walked out" at that time if they did not agree. 
Bhutto referred to the oath prescribed for the President and Prime Minister, incor- 
porating belief in the finality of the prophethood of the Holy Prophet Muhammad 
(p.b.o.h) and said he thought this would have ended the issue. 

In his broadcast to the nation on 13 June, Bhutto said that not only he but 
the people could also see the hands of foreign powers behind the anti-Ahmadiyya 
trouble in Pakistan. One could link it, he said, with the Indian nuclear blast, the visit 
of Afghan President Daud to Moscow, and the presence of a political leader of 
Pakistan (Wali Khan) in Kabul as a state guest. These were according to him, part of 
a chain of conspiracies which had been taking place against the solidarity and integrity 
of Pakistan. 3 
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The Opposition wanted Bhutto to come to brass tacks because he had 
showered many blessings on the Qadianis in the past, particularly their large scale 
appointment in sensitive military posts. 1 

Majlis-i-Amul : Markazi Majlis-i-Amal for Majlis Tahaffuz-i-khatum-e-Nabuwat 
composed of 18 politico-religious parties waged a relentless struggle for the sublime 
cause of Khatum-e-Nabuwat under the Presidentship of Allama Muhammad Yousaf 
Binori, an eminent scholar of Islam. 2 It accused Bhutto of displaying an extremely 
partisan attitude and demanded his resignation if the could not resolve the problem 
in the light of the national consensus. The demands of the Majlis included the 
declaration of Rabwah as an open city, the removal of Ahmadis from key posts, a ban 
on their para military organizations, the arrests of persons responsible for the Rabwah 
railway station incident on 29 May, including Mirza Nasir Ahmad, and the trial of 
Chowdhry Zafarullah Khan for making anti-Pakistan propaganda as well as the 
impounding of his passport. 3 

The Majlis, in a bid to intensify the movement launched a boycott campaign. 
The correspondent of the Far Eastern Economic Review tells how the social boycott 
movement went on: 

‘Public transport was plastered with stickers demanding the Ahmadis be 
ostracised. Shops display signs refusing service to Ahmadis. All over the country, 
crudely painted wall signs are using the vilest language attack on Ahmadis. Newspapers 
carried advertisements from firms declaring that their boards of directors did not 
include any Ahmadi. Faced with the ugly mood around them, some members of the 
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sect announced ‘penitence’ for their ‘erroneous beliefs in the past and renunciation 
of their former religions.’ 1 

Before the Assembly : In the hey days of the movement, the NWFP Assembly took 
lead and passed a resolution declaring Qadianis, a non Muslim minority in June 1974. 
The decision was widely hailed. However, Atfozl called it a move meant to negate 
Quaid-e- Azam’s principles and might endanger the integrity of the country. 2 Other 
Provincial Assemblies made similar attempts but were not allowed by the Govern- 
ment. Pressed hard by the anti-Ahmadya movement, Prime Minister Bhutto was 
forced to tackle the issue in a systematic way. 

Two Resolutions: on 30 June, 1974 the Government announced to place the entire 
matter before the National Assembly of Pakistan in the form of two resolutions. One 
of the resolutions was sponsored by the Government and tabled by the then Law 
Minister Abdul Hafeez Pirzada. The other resolution was sponsored by the opposition 
and moved by Maulana Shah Ahmad Noorani, Secretary Parliamentary group of the 
Opposition. The resolution of the Oppositionwassigned by 37 members of Opposition 
including Maulana Abdul Haq (JUI), Sher Baz Mazari (NAP), Prof. Ghafoor Ahmad 
(Jamat-i Islami) and Haji Maula Bux Soomro representing the independent group in 
the National Assembly. 

The Government resolution related to the determination of the Constitu- 
tional position of Qadianis while theresolution of the opposition was more exhaustive 
in nature over the position of Qadianis. It said: 

‘Whereas it is an accepted fact that Mirza Ghulam Ahmad of Qadian 
proclaimed himself be prophet after Prophet Muhammad (May Peace be upon him) 
and whereas his false proclamation of being a prophet and his attempt to falsify many 
of the verses of Quran and to end the conception of Jehad was a treachery against the 
fundamental concept of Islam. 

And whereas the followers of his religion may have any name given to them, 
intermix with the Muslims, pretending to be a sect of Islam. Thus they are busy in 
subversive activities inwardly and outwardly. 

And whereas the World Muslim Organization in its meeting held between 
6 and 10 April, 1974 at Mecca in which about 140 Muslim organizations of the Muslim 
world took part, decided unitedly that Qadianism which calls itself a sect of Islam is 
a subversive movement against Islam and the Islamic world. 

Now, therefore, this Assembly should declare that the followers of Mirza 
Ghulam Ahmad, may they be given any name, are non Muslims and that a Government 
bill may be introduced to make necessary amendments in the Constitution of the 
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Islamic Republic of Pakistan so that this declaration of this non Muslim minority may 
be safeguarded.’ 1 

Both the Government and the Opposition’s resolutions were referred hy the 
National Assembly to a Whole House Special Committee (WHSC) for discussing them 
in detail and finally to submit its report to the National Assembly. 

The Whole House Special Committee set up a Select Committee comprising 
leaders of various groups in the Assembly. Maulana Shah Ahmad Noorani (JUP), 
Prof. Ghafoor Ahmad (Jl), Maulana Mufti Mahmud (JUI), Ch. Zahoor Illahi (ML) 
and Maula Bux Soomro (Independent group) represented the Opposition in the 
Special Committee while the Government nominated, Law Minister Abdul Hafeez 
Pirzada and Kausar Niazi, Minister for Information and Religious Affairs to represent 
the Government point of view. Both the House Committee and the Select Committee 
began their work with devotion. 

Mirza Nasir Ahmad, head of the Qadiani group and Sadaruddin, Amir of 
Lahore group requested the Committee to hear them in defence. The Committee 
accepted their request and asked them to explain fully their point of view. Mirza Nasir 
submitted a written explanation of about 200 pages and was examined and cross-ex- 
amined by Yahya Bakhtar, the then Attorney General of Pakistan. The questions 
asked by the Attorney General were prepared by the members of the Committee 
specially the ulema. Sadaruddin designated Abdul Manan Omer, a senior member of 
the community and son of Hakim Nuruddin to represent the Lahore section. He gave 
his Jamat’s stand in a 14-page memorandum and was cross examined two days. Muslim 
point of view on Qadiani issue was presented to the Assembly by 37 members of the 
National Assembly. Maulana Sami-ul-Haque, editor the monthly Al Haq Akora 
Khattak and Maulana Muhammad Taqi Usmani, Karachi, under the guidance of 
Maulana Binori compiled the paper. It was read out by Maulana Mufti Mahmud in 
the Assembly. 2 

Sahibzada Farooq Ali, the then Speaker of the National Assembly revealed 
in an interview that the members of the National Assembly acted in accordance with 
their faith and conscience to find a solution to the Qadiani problem. There was 
absolutely no pressure from the (Peoples) Party on them. Bhutto and some members 
of Assembly believed that Qadianis were an educated class and would be in a better 
position to put forth the arguments in support of their contention. But Mirza Nasir 
Ahmad gave extremely ridiculous arguments and created poor impression of himself. 
During the cross-examinations he withstood the volley of questions but miserably 
failed to present his point of view. That inconclusively proved t,hat beliefs of Rabwah 
Jamat were really dangerous. 
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The Sahibzada further says: 

We were under the impression that unlike Qadianis, Lahore section of 
Ahmadyat could possibly be saved from being declared a non Muslim minority as they 
did not believe in the prophethood of Mirza Ghulam Ahmad. But when Sadaniddin, 
the aged leader of Lahore Jamat presented his point of view to the House, it became 
evident that each Ahmadya sect upheld dangerous and confused ideas. During the 
discussion when we asked the opinion of the House, majority of MNAs strongly 
maintained that Lahore Jamat, deserved to be declared a non Muslim minority in the 
first instance. We did try to save them but there was no scope for it. It transpired that 
there was little doctrinal differences between the two groups, the real difference was 
political in nature. It was also felt that Sadaruddin himself greatly desired that Lahore 
Jamat should be declared non-Muslim minority. He was convinced that his arguments 
run contrary to his point of view. 

Unanimous Report : The Committee of the Whole House of the National Assembly 
of Pakistan submitted its unanimous report as follows: 

The Special Committee of the Whole House, assisted by its Steering 
Committee and Sub-Committee, having considered the Resolutions before it or 
referred to it by the National Assembly and after persual of the documents and 
examination of the witnesses, including the heads of Anjuman Ahmadya Rabwah and 
Ahmadya Anjuman Lshaat-i-Islam, Lahore, respectively, unanimously makes the 
following recommendations to the National Assembly: 

a) That the Constitution of Pakistan be amended as follows: 

i) that in article 106(3) a reference be inserted to persons of the 
Qadiani Group and the Lahore Group (who call themselves 
Ahmadis); 

ii) that a nonMuslim may be defined in a new clause in Article 
260. 

To give effect to the above recommendations, a draft Bill unanimously 
agreed upon by the Special Committee is appended: 

b) That the following explanation be added to section 295A of the 
Pakistan Penal Code: 

Explanation: A Muslim who professes, practices or propagates 
against the concept of the finality of the Prophethood of Muham- 
mad (peace be upon him) as set out in clause (3) of Article 260 
of the Constitution shall be punishable under this section. 
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c) That consequential legislative and procedural amendments may 
be made in the relevant laws such as, the National Registration 
Act, 1973 and the Electoral Rolls Rules, 1974. 

d) That the life, liberty, property, honour and fundamental rights of 
all citizens of Pakistan, irrespective of the communities to which 
they belong, shall be fully protected and safeguarded: 

1. Abdul Hafeez Pirzada. 

2. Maulana Mufti Mahmood. 

3. Maulana Shah Ahmad Noorani Siddiqi. 

4. Prof. Ghafoor Ahmad. 

5. Ghulam Faruq. 

6. Ch. Zahur Elahi. 

7. Sardar Maula Bakhsh Soomro. 

8. Maulana Ghulam Ghaus Hazarvi (also joined with the sig- 
natories). 


Before moving the resolution, LawMinister, Abdul Hafeez Pirzada said that 
all along in the Special Committee meetings there was consensus and unanimity. There 
had been difficulties but of procedural nature. 

The Bill: The historic Bill followed deliberations on the Ahmadya issue by the Special 
Committee of the National Assembly since 30 June, 1974 amended two articles of the 
Constitution and incorporated recommendation of the Resolution first passed by the 
Special Committee of the National Assembly and then endorsed in its special session. 
Text of the Bill: Further to amend the Constitution of the Islamic Republic of 
Pakistan. 

WHEREAS it is expedient further to amend the Constitution of the Islamic 
Republic of Pakistan for the puiposes hereinafter appearing; 

It is hereby enacted as follows: 


1. Short title and commencement. 

(1) This Act may be called the Constitution (Second Amendment) 
Act, 1974. 

(2) It shall come into force at once. 

2. Amendment of Article 106 of the Constitution. In the Constitu- 
tion of the Islamic Republic of Pakistan, hereinafter referred to 
as the Constitution, in Article 106 in clause (3), after the word 
"communities, "the words and brackets and persons of the Qadiani 
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group or the Lahori group (who call themselves ‘Ahmadis’) shall 
be inserted. 

3. Amendment of Article 260 of the Constitution. In the Constitu- 
tion, in Article 260, after clause (2), the following new clause shall 
be added, namely: 

(3) "A person who does not believe in the absolute and un- 
qualified finality of the Prophethood Of Muhammad (peace of 
upon him) the last of the Prophets or claims to be a Prophet, in 
any sense of. the word or of any description whatsoever, after 
Muhammad (peace be upon him), or recognizes such a claimant 
as prophet or a religious reformer, is not a Muslim for the 
purposes of the Constitution or law." 

The National Assembly passed the Constitution Second Amendment Bill. 
Also the Senate unanimously passed it. All of the 31 senators present in the House 
voted for the Bill piloted by the Law Minister. Before the final vote, through a division, 
opposition leader Hashim Khan Ghilzai announced that his side whole heartedly 
supported the Bill. It was 7 September 1974. 

Amendment: Article 106(3) of the Constitution as amended by both Houses of the 
Parliament reads: 

In addition to the seats in the Provincial Assemblies for the provinces of 
Baluchistan, the Punjab, the North West Frontier and Sind specified in clause (I) there 
shall be in those Assemblies the number of additional seats hereinafter specified 
reserved for persons belonging to the Christian, Hindu, Sikh, Buddhist and Parsi 
communities and persons of the Oadiani group or the Lahori group (who call 
themselves, Ahmadis) or the scheduled castes: 

Baluchistan-!. 

The North west Frontier Province-I. 

The Punjab*3 

Sind-2. 

The other amendment was in article 260 inserting a new clause after clause 

Two. 

‘A person who does not believe in the absolute and unqualified finality of 
the Prophethood of Muhammad (peace be upon him) the last of the prophets or claims 
to be a prophet, in any sense of the word or of any description whatsoever, after 
Muhammad (p.b.o.h) or recognizes such a claimant as a prophet or a religious 
reformer, is not a Muslim for the purposes of the Constitution or law.’ 
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When the National assembly gave its assent to the Constitution Second 
Amendment Bill declaring the Qadianis as non Muslims, the entire House broke into 
a thunderous crescendo of desk thumping. Not since the passage of the country’s 
Constitution in April, 1973 had National Assembly Members witnessed such 
camaraderie. Public interest in the Qadiani issue was evident from the packed 
galleries. For want of accommodation visitors squatted on the carpeted aisles or 
crowded into empty comers to catch a view of the proceeding. The diplomatic corps 
of Islamabad was well-represented and the ladies gallery had a fair sprinkling of 
teenagers and women of middle years. 1 

The speech made by Prime Minister Zulfiqar Ali Bhutto in the National 
Assembly on 7 September, 1974 when the Parliament passed legislation settling the 
issue of Khatam-i-Nabuwat was thought-provoking. He said that a very difficult 
decision had been taken which was not possible with out democratic institutions and 
authority. It was a 90 year old problem. In 19S3, brute force was used not to resolve 
the problem but to suppress it. The appropriate forum to discuss this problem was the 
National Assembly of Pakistan. The Prime Minister told the House that he had many 
anxious and sleepless movements over that issue. He appreciated the implications of 
the decision as well as its political and economic repercussions and the ramifications 
affecting the security of the State. He explained that the matter could have been 
referred to the Supreme Court or the Islamic Advisory Council or the Islamic 
Secretariat, but to solve this issue sincerely the National Assembly met in secret session 
in a Committee. Every member of the House and those who appeared were fully 
assured that what they said would not be distorted or used or capitalized for political 
or other purposes. 2 

Verdict Hailed. Leaders of various political parties and religious organizations ex- 
pressed satisfaction over the derision of the National Assembly on Qadiani issue. 
Maulana Muhammad Yusaf Binori, President Markazi Majlis-i-Amal for Tuhafaz-i- 
Khatam-i-Nabuwat welcomed the unanimous derision. Maulana Mufti Mahmood 
(JUI) Prof. Ghafoor Ahmad (JI), Nawabzada Nasarullah Khan (PDP), Maulana Shah 
Ahmad Noorani (JUP), Asghar Khan (TI) and all leading ulema of all shades of 
opinion welcomed the derision. 3 

Hasan-ul-Tohamy, Secretary General of the Islamic Secretariat appreciated 
the decision taken by the Pakistan National Assembly and hoped that other members 
of the Islamic Secretariat would follow the same decision. He said if the resolution 
would be sent to the Islamic Secretariat it would publish it and send it to all member 
countries. 


Dawn Report or» N A session, 9 September, 1974 
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Morning News Karachi, 9 September, 1974 , 
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Dawn Karachi in its editorial commented on the National Assembly decision 
on Oadiani issue under the caption: An Historic Decision. The paper said, ‘An old 
controversy which posed a threat to public peace and tranquillity and was not without 
elements of delicacy and complexity has at last been got out of the way. The resolution 
of the Oadiani question by Parliament, in conformity with the sentiments and 
aspirations of the people of Pakistan, is a matter of historic significance. For about 90 
years the issue has been in existence like a volcano, sometimes dormant, sometimes 
active, but never extinct. It is of very great significance that the issue should have been 
settled in a Constitutional manner and through a unanimous verdict delivered by the 
representatives of the people. Thus when the National Assembly and the Senate 
passed the Constitution (Second Amendment) Bill declaring that non believers in the 
absolute and unqualified Finality of the Prophethood of Muhammad (peace be upon 
him) would be excluded from the fold of Islam not only was a painful chapter of 
religious controversy closed but a glorious example laid down for future reference and 
emulation. The manner in which the decision was taken augurs well for the growth of 
democracy in the country. Constitutionality is the breath of life in a democracy. The 
same decision coming as an official decree would not have meant the same thing. 
Prime Minister Zulfiqar Ali Bhutto deserves our praise and gratitude for first facing 
the issue boldly and then submitting it to the country’s supreme sovereign body. 

The achievement of unanimity by the National Assembly which functioned 
for several weeks as a Special Committee of the Whole House is a matter of great 
significance. Though it conducted its proceedings in camera, its deliberations were 
held against the background of an intense national upheaval. This began with the 
Rabwah incident at the end of May and then spread, to quote the Prime Minister, like 
‘a prairie fire.’ There was loss of life and property. Truly, this eruption was rooted in 
emotions which had been suppressed for long and the time had come when the devout 
followers of Islam could stand it no longer. It was wise on the part of the Government 
to decide not to delay it further. As the Prime Minister said, human ingenuity could 
always devise some method of postponing decisions, and this could be tried once more. 
For the logical decision needed great courage and strong conviction. It should be a 
matter of pride for us that the Government and the elected representatives of the 
people have demonstrated that courage and that conviction. But it certainly was not 
an easy task taking into account, as Mr. Bhutto said, the many ramifications of the 
decision in political and economic spheres as well as in matters involving the security 
of the State. He was not overstating a bit when he called it the most difficult decision 
in the history of Pakistan. Why it was very necessary was summarized by him when he 
said that the basis of Pakistan is Islam and ‘if a decision were taken which the body of 
Muslims in this country feels to be against the tenets or the fundamental beliefs of 
Islam, it would dangerously affect the rationale and raison d’etre of Pakistan.’ 1 
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Impact, London carried a very illuminating comments on the Resolution in 
the light of political history of Qadianis. It stated that the National Assembly decision 
would go to remove a long standing but an unnecessary anomaly. The decision would 
serve only to formalize the de facto and even otherwise de jure position. The problem 
had arisen not because the Muslims in some fit of orthodoxy or fanaticism wanted to 
‘excommunicate’ any group of people. Its origin, on the other hand, lay in the 
assumption by Mirza Ghulam Ahmad of Qadian of Messiahship, and prophethood 
and, as a consequence, branding those who did not believe in him to be outside the 
pale of his Islam. The Qadiani view of their relationship with Muslims was well 
summarized by their second caliph, Mirza Mahmud Ahmad: ‘Our worship has been 
separated from the non-Ahmadis, we are prohibited from giving our daughters (in 
marriage) to them and we have been stopped from offering prayers for their dead. 
What then left that we can do together? There are two kinds of tiesrone religious and 
the other, mundane. The greatest expression of the religious bond is in common 
worship and in matters mundane, these are the ties of family and marriage. But then 
both are forbidden (haram) to us. If you say that we are permitted to take their 
daughters (in marriage), then I would reply that we are allowed to marry the daughters 
of the Christians as well. If you say that why do we Salam (salute) to non-Ahmadis, 
then the reply to this is that... the Prophet (Muhammad) has said Salam to the Jews... 
Thus the Promised Messiah (Mirza Ghulam Ahmad) has separated us, in all possible 
ways, from the others 4 , and there is no kind of relationship which is particularto Muslims 
and we are not forbidden from (entering into) that’ (Kalimatul Fasl' by Mirza Mahmud 
Ahmad in Review of Religions, vol. 14, No.3-4, P.159). 

Accordingly in matters of marriage, divorce, inheritance, etc., the civil courts 
even during the British rule and later in Pakistan as well as post independence India 
had no difficulty in ruling that the Qadianis were not Muslims, significantly these 
judgments were never contested by the Qadianis nevertheless these had no political 
effect. 

It was in 1935 that Iqbal, the famous Muslim poet and philosopher asked 
the British to declare the Qadianis as separate community just as they had done with 
regard to the Sikhs. In 1919 the Sikhs were declared a community separate from the 
Hindus although the High Court had ruled that the Sikhs were a part of the Hindu 
religion. As Iqbal said ‘the Qadianis while pursuing a policy of separation in religion 
and social matters’ were, however, anxious to remain politically within the fold. The 
Qadianis will never take initiative for separation’, argued Iqbal, because their small 
number (56,000) according to 1931 census, would not entitle them ‘even to a single 
seat in any legislature. However that initiative did pomte, thought briefly, in 1946. 
Unsure of the emerging Pakistan (which according to a prophecy of their caliph, Mirza 
Mahmud, was going to be a temporary separation and the followers were asked to try 
to undo this soon (A1 Fadhl, 5 April, 1947), they asked the British that ‘our rights too 
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should be recognized like those of Parsees and Christians’ (A1 Fadhl 13 November, 
1946).’ 

After discussing the past political conspiracies of Qadian, the paper said: 

‘When Mr. Bhutto’s Peoples’ Party won an unexpected majority of seats in 
Punjab and Sind and later achieved power after the fall of Dacca, the Qadianis let it 
be known that a great part in Mr. Bhutto’s victory was of Ahmadya support, the 
number of Qadiani volunteers, working in support of the Peoples’ Party according to 
the ‘caliph’ ran into hundred of thousands. 

That marked the end of the group’s low profile and cover politics according 
to the second ‘caliph’ their ‘politics was (of a) more profound (kind) than the (British) 
Government but it is this departure which seems eventually to have proved so 
disastrous. 

Soon disenchanted with Mr. Bhutto, they started hobnobbing with some 
opposition politicians particularly those in the Istiqlal Party. By the middle of 1972, 
members of the Qadiani community were commanding both the Navy and the Air 
Force. About a dozen or so of their officers were holding either corps’ command or 
occupying other senior and sensitive positions in the Army. Under the circumstances 
a politician who aspired to power could hardly afford to ignore either the military or 
the Qadianis to lose conscious and expression of their strength. In April, 1973 when 
Azad Kashmir Assembly resolved that the Qadianis be declared a non -Muslim 
minority, the ‘caliph’ said they were not worried about this but warned that if the evil 
transgressed its limits, then Pakistan would not survive the resulting troubles and 
disorders. 

Few weeks later opened the trial of about a dozen Air Force Officers charged 
with conspiring to overthrow the Government and as it proceeded it brought to light 
startling facts about how the Air Force Chief and his co-religionists called the ‘CAS 
trio’ were following a policy of ridding the PAFof its capable and patriotic officer cadre 
and converting it into a pro-Qadiani force. Open allegations were made about the 
Qadiani design to take over (whole or part of) Pakistan. Something rare in military 
trials, but all except four were found guilty and acquitted. The Air Force Chief who 
did not take the judgement gracefully had to resign. This was in April. 

The 22 May, episode of some Multan Medical College students taunting or 
even hurling abuses at the members of the Qadianis community at the Rabwah railway 
station was at worst a case of student misbehaviour but instead of ignoring it the 
Qadianis chose to retaliate and retaliate brutally when the students, on return journey, 
passed throughRabwah station on 29 May. As the evidence at the Smadani Tribunal 
disclosed it was not a reaction, it was a planned affair. Why did the Qadianis react in 
such a self-destructive way? Possibly it was a case of sheer arrogance but according to 
another view it was calculated to invite a certain amount of lawless reaction so as to 
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pave the way for another military take over. However the reaction that the event 
produced was intense and overwhelming but all the while it remained cool, disciplined 
and non-violent. The 42 deaths in the first week after 29 May (25 Qadiani and 17 
Muslims) were generally caused by provocative behaviour. The other violence that 
took place was the police violence against students, workers and ulema. However, as 
for the demand to clarify the Constitutional status of the Qadianis, it had reached a 
point where it could only be ruthlessly suppressed but never defeated. But as Mr. 
Bhutto said, by suppressing ‘the problem would have abated and receded into 
background, but it would not have disappeared. A settlement of the problems and the 
guaranteeing of the Qadiani community’s Constitutional rights, as the Prime Minister 
told the National Assembly, was in the community’s own long term interest. 1. 

The Morning News, Karachi commented : 

The clear and precise verdict by the National Assembly on the finality of 
Prophethood must set at rest all controversies on this issue. Undoubtedly, the MNAs’ 
irrespective of their political affiliations and religious beliefs, demonstrated an ad- 
mirable sense of appreciation for a decision through consensus. The irritating problem 
was indeed of a religious nature. It needed detailed and thorough discussions by all 
schools of Islamic thought. Moreover, as it involved a section of the citizens of 
Pakistan, it could not be lightly dismissed. A Government committed to the ideals of 
Islam and democracy had the responsibility to meet the challenge effectively. And it 
was through the untiring efforts of Prime Minister Bhutto that the country’s supreme 
law making body unanimously approved a resolution calling for the amendment in 
Constitution to declare as ‘non Muslim any person not believing in the absolute finality 
of the Prophethood of Muhammad (peace be open him).’ It was a happy feature that 
the sponsors of the resolution included all shades of Islamic beliefs. Thus the verdict 
reflects the collective will of the nation. 12 

Sir Zafarullah reacted strongly by issuing a statement that the Parliament of 
Pakistan had no right to decide about the faith of Qadianis. The then Federal Law 
and Parliamentary Affairs Minister A.H-Pirzada, in reply to his statement said that 
the Parliament was the Supreme body and no one could challenge its decision. He 
reminded Zafarullah that the British Government had over ruled the views of the 
then Government of India during the pre-partition days that Sikhs formed part of the 
Hindu Society and subsequently declared it a separate community. 1 2 3 

Lahore Jamat reacted softly over it. They claimed to be Muslim and staunch 
followers of the real claims of the Mirza Ghulam Ahmad, the reformer of 14th century 
Hijra. 4 
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Snake in the Grass: The Constitutional Amendment of 7 September, 1974 exposed 
religious and political aspects of Qadianyat. Muslims of the world realized that it was 
an underground political organization having links with Imperialism which motivates 
and utilizes it for its evil designs. Its religious garb is only a cover to play the political 
game. Under the benign patronage of the British Government, it played a destructive 
and anti-Islamic role to undermine the integrity of the Muslim world. 

Qadianis refused to accept the verdict. Their version of the anti-Ahmadya 
agitation of 1974 is apologetic in nature. They allege that the movement was sponsored 
by the Government to crush the opposition and paveway for an autocratic rule in 
Pakistan. The liberal, secular and progressive elements did not like to participate in 
it but were afraid of being segregated from the mainstream of the majority. 1 

Sir Zafarullah wrote a tract to justify his religious beliefs. He argued that 
the Article (20) of Pakistan Constitution allows every one to profess religion of one’s 
choice and the said amendment runs contrary to it. 2 However some farsighted Muslim 
leaders warned the jubilant people to be on alert as Ahmadis planned a new offensive 
against them. Maulana Maudoodi warned Muslims that the Ahmadya issue had not 
been finally resolved. The snake and been wounded no killed. The Government 
wasmaking Ahmadis understand that they had been provided with a Constitutional 
guarantee. He added that the amendment had stirred the imagination of people living 
abroad. They had come to know that Qadianis were not only non Muslims but also 
spies. They, infact, are a political group. He warned that Muslims should keep a close 
watch on clandestine activities of Ahmadis as they conspired to get power after 
infiltrating into sensitive departments. 3 

The PPP Government was reluctant to implement the National Assembly 
decision obviously to appease their Qadiani cohort. It took eveiy step to forestall the 
possibility of making the required changes in the Pakistan Penal Code. It was expected 
that after the proposed amendment, Qadianis would not be able to build ‘new 
mosques’, propagate their heretic beliefs by calling Mirza Ghulam Ahmad as nabi and 
rasul and his followers sahaba (companions of the Prophet (p.b.o.h) etc., but they 
found Qadianis adamant in their behaviour. With utter disregard of the Constitutional 
Amendment and knowing well the snag in the law, they carried out their apostasy 
campaign in full swing in Pakistan with a new programme and vigour. 4 

The powerful Qadiani elements operating in bureaucracy took all possible 
steps to make the Constitutional Amendment virtually infructuous and a farce. Bhutto 
regime in effect left the matter in lurch and even made it more intricate. 5 The 
movement brought Ahmadya issue to limelight affording an opportunity to anti-Islamic 
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forces to give a second look to the potent strength of Ahmadya movement as a counter 
offensive against the emergent fundamentalism in Islamic world. They encouraged 
Qadianis to settle in the US and other West European countries, offered asylum to 
Qadiani fugitives by declaring them a "persecuted minority of Pakistan" 1 and doled 
out more money from their secret funds. 

There are evidences to prove that Bhutto had determined to reverse the 
Constitutional amendment in his second term of office. Masud Mahmud, a close 
relative of Dr Busharat Ahmad’s family of Lahore Ahmadis and DG of the infamous 
Federal Security Force revealed in an interview: • 

‘When the Assembly declared Qadianis and Lahoris a non Muslim minority, 
Prime Minister Bhutto was very displeased with that decision. He avowed to reverse 
that decision. If that could not be possible, steps should be taken to appease Ahmadis 
in his next term of office after getting mandate from the people. He advised me to 
convey his feelings to Dr Abdus Salam, his Chief Scientific Officer. Salam made a 
mockery of it. He told me he was personally loyal to Pakistan but "what Bhutto had 
done was inexcusable and he prayed for his end and all those who were involved in 
it." I conveyed it to the Prime Minister in the same manner. But strangely enough, the 
day Bhutto advised me to see Dr Salam, he, while coming out of Bhutto’s room, saw 
Dr Salam himself waiting to see Bhutto in his ADC’s room.’ 2 

Qadiani-Bhutto secret dealings are also found in Sir Zafarullah’s interview 
with the fortnightly Atishfishan, Lahore: 

‘Bhutto won the 1970 elections in the Punjab mainly with the Ahmadya 
support. He told Khalifatul Masih III that if he could get only six seats in the Punjab 
that would be a great success for him. But Hazrat Sahib advised him to contest every 
seat. The Jamat would do every thing possible for him. So we did. We conducted his 
election campaign with full zeal and my (Zafarullah) nephew, Hameed Nasarullah 
was Kausar Niazi’s election agent from Sialkot constituency in 1970. 

After gaining power, Bhutto thought to install himself as an undisputed 
leader of Pakistan by declaring Ahmadis a non Muslim minority. He wanted to win 
over the sympathies of ulema by sacrifying Ahmadis. He once called on Hazrat Sahib 
(Mirza Nasir Ahmad). While he was talking to him he saw here and there and then 
said: ‘At that time I have not got a copy of the Holy Quran with me otherwise I would 
have sworn upon it that I considered you Muslim.’ 3 

It seems that Bhutto had a softcomer for Qadianis in his heart, even if his 
statement is interpreted as mere politics. 

Israeli Mercenaries: Muslim reaction to Qadiani heresy did not subside in post 
amendment era. A npv wave of resentment started in 1976 when Maulana Zafar 
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Ahmad Ansari, a veteran Muslim League leader, quoted an extract from the book of 
a Jewish Professor to prove that 600 Ahmadis living in Israel had joined the Israel 
Army. Alfazal Rabwah strongly contradicted the charge levelled by Maulana Zafar 
Ahmad Ansari that 600 Ahmadis had been inducted in Israel Army. 1 The paper further 
maintained that the book' Israel- A Profile’ written by some Jewish professor 
I.T.Nomani and quoted by Maulana Ansari in support of his contention did not exist 
any where. Also there was no Pakistani Ahmadi in Israel and no one had joined the 
Israel Army, the paper said. 2 

The book did exist and Qadianis did go to Israel from Rabwah. It was a 
common knowledge that Jalaluddin Qamar, the Ahmadya missionary of Rabwah had 
been serving in Israel since 1956 when Ch. Muhammad Sharif was called back to 
Pakistan from Israel. All Qadiani missionaries who had been formerly posted in Israel 
since 1928 namely J.D. Shams, Allah Ditta Jallendhari, Rashid Ahmad Chughtai, Noor 
Ahmad, and Ch. Sharif lived in Rabwah after serving in Israel. Their families had 
contacts with them through mysterious channels when they were abroad. The Ah- 
madya mission in Israel is the part of overall missionary network of the Jamat. The 
Khalifa is the supreme head of the community and controls all missions including 
Israel Mission and manages their affairs. Qadiani Amir in Israel worked on his 
directions and under his orders. 

Maulana Ansari, in a press conference showed IT. Nomani’s book Ismel-A 
profile to the journalists. It was published by the PallMall London. Copy of the relevant 
pages were circulated to the press. The book pointed out that Arabs could not join 
the military forces of Israel or settle in border villages while Ahmadis could join the 
Israel Army, The relevant extract it Stated below: 

Religion In the Holy Land: "About 35,000 Druze live in Israel in about twenty villages 
mostly around Haifa, on the slopes of Mount Carmel. They were granted the status 
of an autonomous religious community, and they enjoy administrative rights in their 
local councils. Moreover, they unlike the Arab Muslims in early days of the state can 
serve in the army. Two other small non Arab Muslim groups, Circassions, who came 
in the nineteenth century from Russia and now number about 2000 souls, and the 
Ahmadi sect of some 600 people from Pakistan can also serve in the army. The Druie, 
the Circassions, and the Ahmadians, like all citizens in the country, can vote in the 
national elections to parliament and be represented in it. (Italics added) Several Druze 
have taken seats in the Knesset along with other Arabs. In 1969, a Druze was chosen 
Deputy Speaker of the Parliament." 3 

The question of Qadiani presence in Israel and their right to serve in Israel 
Army seems less important as the whole Ahmadya Jamat is a Regular Zionist Army 
Division fighting all over the world with sophisticated arms to restore Jewish 
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supremacy over gentiles. Qadianis did go to Israel after getting visas from a third 
country friendly to Israel and enjoy all rights and privileges including their right to 
join the Army for being very loyal soldiers of Jewish Agency. 

The issue of Ahmadya-Israel collaboration again figured in Pakistan press 
in February, 1977 when an Urdu weekly 1 published a picture from the weekly 
Jerusalem Post dated 9 October, 1976 taken on the occasion of an Israeli function. A 
Qadiani delegation called on the President of Israel and had photographs with him. 
In the picture were seen the Israeli President, the Advisor on Minority Affairs Mansur 
Kama], Musa Owda, a Palestinian convert and Jalaluddin Qamar, the Ahmadya 
missionary in Israel. 2 It proved that Ahmadis, unlike other religious and ethnic 
minority groups had very close relations with the ‘Government of Israel’ and enjoyed 
their partionage. Alfunqan Rabwah maintained that there was nothing objectionable 
in the photograph. There were 200 Palestinian Qazis and Judges employed by Israel 
in their courts and were being paid from the Israeli Exchequer. Palestinian Ahmadis 
had to live and promote relations with the Government of Israel as their loyal citizens. 3 
In this way some elements had been creating unrest and their real purpose was to 
malign the Govemment;^/faz/ emphasized. 4 5 Nevertheless people realized the nature 
of relations existing between Israel and Rabwah and questioned the presence of 
Qadiani missions in Haifa and Mount Carmel which had nothing to do except to get 
itself engaged in spy work and launch a clandestine political offensive in the Middle 
East. 

In his interview with the fortnightly Atish fishan, Sir Zafarullah says that he 
was allowed by King Faisal of Saudi Arabia to perform haj in 1967 but afterwards the 
Government imposed restrictions on performance of haj by the Ahmadi community. 
He wrote to King Faisal about it who replied that Ahmadya beliefs did not conform 
to fundamentals of Islam. Zafarullah also stressed that King Faisal was told that 
Ahmadis were spies of Israel. The Arabs, particularly Saudis are very sensitive to it. 
Since he had no contacts with him at that time he would have otherwise talked to him. 

In reply to a question that Ahmadis were notorious spies of Israel and had 
set up a mission there, Zafarullah stated that Ahmadya Mission had been functioning 
in Israel (1928) long before its establishment. At the time of ‘establishment of the 
State of Israel’ (1948) some Ahmadis left that territory and others decided to stay 
there. He emphasized that Israel Government creates no hurdle in their way. Although 
no progress has been achieved in the sense that Jews had been converted to Ahmadyat 
yet many Palestinian Arabs had embraced Ahmadyat. 3 
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From Rabwah To Tel Aviv: In early 1967, the Qadiani-Israeli collaboration was talk 
of the day. Every one believed that Rabwah had secret links with Tel Aviv. Maulana 
Muhammad Yusaf Binori wrote a pamphlet 1 on this issue which stirred the imagina- 
tion of the people. Many letters poured in Qasar-i-Khalifat requesting Mirza Nasir to 
clarify the Jamat stand point over its relations with Zionism and Israel. Qadiani 
Intelligence sent secret reports to Rabwah giving the frustration and distrust prevailing 
among some of the followers who had to face a tough time during preaching of their 
beliefs. 

Mirza Nasir directed Allah Ditta to take up this issue in his monthly Alfunqan 
to explain away the Jamat position over its relations with Israel. Mirea Tahir Ahmad, 
the present head of the community contributed a lengthy article in its special issue 2 
He gave a rebuttal to Maulana Binori’s pamphlet. The article was subsequently given 
the shape of a booklet and was published under the caption From Rabwah to Tel Aviv. a 
Its reply appeared from Akora Khattak in a book entitled Qadian say Israel Tak. The 
book was compiled under the advice of the late Maulana Abdul Haq, a renowned 
scholar of Islam. It exposed the nature of Ahmadya-Israeli collaboration in its historic 
perspective. No Qadiani ever attempted to refute the facts recorded in the book. One 
very interesting fact came to limelight that Jamat Ahmadya Palestine, during the 
period of British mandate in Palestine, contributed thousands of rupees to Qadiani 
exchequer. This was stated by no other person than Allah Ditta himself in a speech he 
delivered on the occasion of Mirza Mahmud’s selfproclaimed Muslih Maoodship. 4 
Non-Muslim Seat : Bashir T ahir, a Qadiani was nominated as a non-Muslim member 
of the Pakistan National Assembly by the PPP on Qadiani seat. Atfazl disapproved 
this nomination and announced that Ahmadis were true Muslims and Tahir, after 
claiming to be a non Muslim had turned an apostate and had nothing to do with 
Ahmadya (Rabwah) community and its representation. 5 On the other hand, Tahir 
claimed to be a true Ahmadi having a majority support among Qadianis. 

The PPP Government announced to celebrate the Minority Week in June 
1976 and prepared a programme for minorities. Bashir Tahir claimed that 95% 
Ahmadis took active pajt in it and made all efforts to make it a success 6 like Parsi, 
Hindu, Sikh and Buddhist brethems. His claim seems incorrect. Only a few Ahmadi 
dissidents, members of Arupi party and some Lahore Jamat members (Paighamis) did 
take part in the celebrations. 

It may be mentioned here that a tiny group of Ahmadis called by the name 
of Arupi Party after the name of Zaheeruddin of Arup (Gujranwala) Punjab believed 
that Mirza Ghulam Ahmad was a law bearing prophet and a nabi and rasul in the strict 
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sense of the word with no Zilli or Broozi tags. 1 This group said their prayers facing 
towards Qadian and made all efforts to segregate themselves from Muslims. Zaheer’s 
son Rehmatullah Arupi propagated these ideas for many years. This sect advises 
Qadianis to be sincere to the Mirza’s claims and accept him as the real prophet. He 
argues, "There are only two courses left open to them; either to join Muslims or 
disassociate themselves completely like Bahais. There is no other way. To live as a 
group of Munafiqeen (hyprocrites) would be disastrous for the Ahmadya Mission in 
the long run." 

Election 1977: On 7 January, 1977 Bhutto announced to hold elections to Pakistan 
National and Provincial Assemblies in March. The Opposition decided to contest the 
elections under the banner of Pakistan National Alliance, a grouping of nine parties. 
Under the Constitution, Qadianis were required to register themselves as non Muslims 
and to contest or take part in elections as a minority community. But they decided 
neither to participate in the elections nor to register themselves as non Muslims. On 
the contrary they insisted on calling themselves a Muslim minority and 800 million 
Muslims of the world a non-Muslim majority. After a series of his meetings at Rabwah 
with Jamat Amirs, Mirza Nasir Ahmad came to the conclusion that the PPP could still 
serve their purpose. They also looked to Asghar Khan, Tehrik-i-Istaqlal Chief but he 
said to have committed a ‘political blunder’ by cursing Mirza Ghulam Ahmad and lost 
all Ahmadya sympathies. The rest of the PNA stuff had already made their position 
clear in 1974. For Qadianis they were neither worth approaching nor reliable. 2 
Keeping all pros and cons of new political developments in mind, they entered into 
an informal secret pact with the PPP and extended their full support to it in the 
elections in a very cautious and subtle manner in order to avoid any embarrassment 
to the party or their Jamat. They still looked to Bhutto as ‘saviour in disguise.' 

The National and Provincial Assembly elections were held on 7 and 10 
March respectively and the PPP won a very large majority due to alleged rigging. 3 The 
PNA launched an agitation which took the shape of Nizam-e-Mustafa movement 
meant to enforce Islamic laws. Qadianis strengthened the forces of chaos and anarchy. 
A bulk of literature was issued under the name of fictitious cover organizations to 
discredit the PNA especially the Islam pasand political parties of the Alliance. 
Khudam-ul-Ahmadya and Lajnat took active part in the smear campaign and spent a 
large amount of money for the fulfillment of political aspirations of Rabwah. 

Martial Law : On 5 July, 1977 Martial Law was clamped on the country and the 
Constitution (1973) was held in abeyance. Qadianis hoped that after the proclamation 
of the Martial law, the Constitution would be abrogated and they would again enjoy 
pre-1974 status. But that did not happen. In the early years of Zia regime, they tried 
to strengthen their relations with the emerging bureaucracy and made efforts to get 
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favour of some military officers without much success. They wanted to reap the 
benefits enjoyed during the Ayub and Yahya regimes. Mirza Nasir disliked the 
programme of Islamization in Pakistan. Under his instruction, the Ahmadya Foreign 
Missions criticized the Government measures meant for the enforcement of Islamic 
laws in Pakistan. They wrote on subjects likepunishment of apostasy in Islam, 1 flogging 
of criminals, amputation of hands for stealing, penalty of death for Zina etc.’and posed 
themselves as the real exponents of Islam by projecting 'liberal’ideas and more 
‘rational’ and ‘objective’ views on these issues. 

Islamic Conference : The second year of Zia regime brought much embarrassment to 
Qadianis not from any Ahrar Jamat of Pakistan but from the participants of the Islamic 
Conference. 

From 6-8 July, 1978 Pakistan hosted the First Asian Islamic Conference at 
Karachi. It was attended by about 200 delegates from 27 countries and was sponsored 
by Rabeta-e-Alam-i-Islami, an international non-government and non-partisan body 
representing Muslims of the world. Besides the delegates, a number of scholars from 
the United States and the Soviet Union came to attend the Conference. It was the 
fifth regional conference in Pakistan, four such conferences were held in Mauritania 
(1976), the USA (1977), Australia (1975) and Trinidad (1977). 

The Conference discussed the Qadiani issue in the context of anti-Islamic 
forces working in collaboration with foreign powers to undermine the unity of Islamic 
World. It adopted the following text on the issue: 

‘Qadianism is a destructive religious doctrine which hides under the guise 
of Islam in order to conceal its mischievous and malicious ends. Its most un-lslamic 
allegations are: 

a) Its leader’s baseless claim to prophethood. 

b) Distortion of Quranic texts. 

c) Falsification of Jihad (Fight in the cause of Islam) • 

Qadianism is the step-daughter of British Imperialism, it survives only under 

its guardianship and protection. Qadianism does not faithfully serve the cause of the 
Muslim Ummah; it is blindly devoted to Imperialism and Zionism, and wholeheartedly 
supports anti-Muslim powers and policies. (Italics added). It even utilizes the anti-Mus- 
lim powers in order to pull down and disintegrate basic principles of Islamic belief. 
Qadianism persistently endeavours to attain such malicious and mischievous ends 
through: 

a) The foundation of temples where people are misled and mis- 
guided by Qadiani antiMuslim thoughts and beliefs. AntiMuslim 
powers financially subsidize and support these temples. 
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The Qadianists should be proclaimbd atheists^ndnonMuslims. 
No commercial engagements shouUfbe effetteiJ between Muslims 
and Qadianists. Muslims should boycott (ia^ianis^s^ economically, 
socially and culturally. Intermarriage iieween ! Muslims and 
Qadianists should be stopped at once. 6'adtahists J sh'ould not be 
allowed to bury their dead in Muslirn'cemeterfes. they should bb 
treated and looked upon as steadfast atheists'. 

All Muslim States are invited to stop all evil practices of the 
followers of Mirza Ghulam Ahmad who claims prophethood; they 
should be regarded as a nonMuslim minority and denied effective 
and sensitive posts of the state. : 

Illustrations of all distortions in the texts of the Holy Quran 
should be published. Qadianist misinterpretations of the mean- 
ings of the Quranic vferses shouldbb minimized and not put to 
public use. .-tin: an- h* v 


All non-Muslim groups who deviated from the true Muslim path 
should be treated on equal terms with the Oadiariis. 1 


Embarrassed by such resolutions and jessed hard from the emerging 
religious hierarchy, Qadianis turned to anti-Zia forces in Pakistan and abroad. They 
looked to secular and socialist elements for th^ir support, in 'their struggle for survival. 
But at the same time the popular demand to implement the Constitutional Amend- 
ment in its letter and spirit gained currency. In the religious conferences, whenever 
the ulema and mashaikh had a chance to caUon-General Zia ihey urged the need to 



Qadlani Air Chief Resigns 430 

curb anti-Islamic activities of Qadian and to eliminate this threat from the body politic 
of Islam. People expressed doubts over the Government’s programme of Islamization 
in the wake of mounting Ahmadya threat. 

"Save Bhutto Campaign:" The burning political issue of early 1979 was the fate of 
ZA .Bhutto. He was facing a trial in higher courts of Pakistan. Due to lack of 
leadership, the PPP was disarrayed and there was no leader to guide the workers, 
although it was still a populist party. Ahmadya Mission London approached the PPP 
stalwarts to launch ‘Save Bhutto Campaign’ in Europe and condemn the Zia regime. 
The Pakistan Press International (PPI), an independent news agency of Pakistan in a 
despatch from London gave some startling facts regarding collaboration between the 
PPP’s exiled leadership and Qadiani activits. The report said that the Jewish lobby 
had planned to launch a pro-Bhutto campaign in western countries and in Africa where 
a Jewish professor from Standford University had met Qadianis who had pledged to 
assist him in his task of condemning the Islamic regime in Pakistan. The report said 
that Qadianis were openly advocating dismemberment of Pakistan because they felt 
that they could not live in an Islamic State. Jews and Qadianis played an important 
role in bringing Bhutto to power in 1972, says the report, as they were frightened by 
the strength of Islamic forces in Pakistan. A united Pakistan, they feared would pose 
a challenge to them. The money for Bhutto’s elections (1977) came fsom Israel from 
the Qadiani centre in Tel Aviv. But having brought Bhutto to power and having 
achieved their objective of dividing Pakistan, the Qadianis asked for their pound of 
flesh and to this Bhutto replied by hitting hard at them. 1 

Pakistan press reacted strongly over Qadiani-Jewish axis and demanded an 
inquiry into the working of Qadiani mission in Israel. 

The Jang Karachi, in it editorial, demanded a thorough enquiry into the 
Qadiani-Jewish axis as given in the PPI despatch and urged upon the Government the 
need to conduct an inquiry into the working of Qadiani Mission in Israel. 2 Qadianis, 
however, denied such collaboration with the PPP leadership. 

It is said that the report was partially correct. The dialogues did take place 
in London over the issue but the mistrust prevailed between both parties. Meanwhile, 
the news leaked through the PPI despatch which ended the possibility of further 
negotiations and conclusion of an amicable deal. Some call it a vicious campaign ot 
Zia’s regime. 

‘Revealing Document’ : Qadianis were hobnobing with the PPP in London when 
Jamat Islami revealed their plan to create internal unrest in Mostan. The Amir 
Jamat-i-Islami Pakistan, Mian Tufail Muhammad, in a press statement called on 
people to get united to frustrate the evil designs of Rabwah meant to create disruption 


Own Knchl 29 N owerober, 1079 For Qadlenl wraion Sir Zsfkruflah'a M(m In the Pabatan Time* Lahore 
deled 5 December, 1078. He celled It an aliegailon end denied any cotlaboratlon al Ahmad -a with the PPP 
leadership In London 
Jang Karachi, 1st De ce mber, 1078 
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in their rank. He referred to a ‘revealing document’ published by the weekly Zindoff 
Lahore in its issue of 12 February, 1979 which gave the outlines of a conspiracy hatched 
by Qadianis to damage the Pakistan National Alliance and indicating that a new PNA 
would be founded in a few month’s time. It was also revealed in the document that 
the forces of anarchy would be supported in Baluchistan. He said that the Jamat was 
in possession of authentic informations that Qadianis had prepared a plan to take 
revenge from Maulana Maudoodi as he played a significant role in the movement for 
declaration of Qadianis, a non Muslim minority in 1974* 

Prophecy about Bhutto: Qadianis immediately moved to anti-Bhutto lobby when 
Bhutto was hanged on 4 April, 1979. As usual they searched out a prophecy from Mirza 
Qadiani’s "Bible" to defame him and to prove its marvelous fulfilment. Mirza Nasir 
played his cards with adroitness. 

Sir Zafarullah in an interview with the fortnightly Atishftstan says: 

‘Justice Javed Iqbal invited him to a lunch on 6 February, 1979. Sheikh Ijaz 
Ahmad and Ch. Bashir Ahmad (both of them are Qadianis) and Molvi Mushtaq 
Hussain then Chief Justice Lahore High Court also participated. He (Zafarullah) told 
Molvi Mushtaq that Bhutto would certainly be no more in this world as soon as he 
entered into 52nd year of his life. He would perish either by committing suicide or be 
hanged or killed by lightening. Whatever be the cause of his death he would definitely 
die. He requested Molvi Mushtaq to see him next year (1980) on the same date (6 
February) to see whether Bhutto still lived.’ Bhutto was hanged in April 1979. When 
on 6 February, 1980 Molvi Mushtaq saw Zafarullah he explained him that in a 
revelation (ilham) of Mirza Ghulam Ahmad which he allegedly received in 1891 it had 
been stated: ‘Kalaba Yamoot-e-Ala Kalaba’ (Arabic)’ i.e. He is a dog and would die 
(according to the numerical value of the letter in the word dog or Kalab) which 
amounts to fifty two.’ This means that his age will not exceed 52 years and that he will 
die within the course of his fifty second year. 1 2 So Bhutto died in accordance with Mirza 
Ghulam Ahmad’s prophecy. On 5 January, 1979 his 51st birthday was celebrated and 
as he entered into 52nd year of his life he was hanged on4 April, 1979. 3 

The prophecy was earlier employed by opponents of Mirza Mahmud to 
falsify his claim of being the Promised Son as foretold in the alleged revelation of 
Mirza Ghulam Ahmad dated 20 February, 1886. In early 1940, Mirza Mahmud entered 
into the age of 52.He was bom on 12 January, 1889. Sheikh Ghulam Muhammad of 
Ahmadya Building Lahore, a claimant of Muslih Maoodship wrote a tract ‘Bait-i-Riz- 
wan Ki Haqiqat’ and predicted his death in accordance with the Mirza’s prophecy. He 
called him a pretender and a spineless fellow and a Kalab (dbg) who would die at the 
age of 52. Qadiani Community strongly protested against the publication of the tract 
and sent numerous protest resolutions to the Govemer pf Punjab and the Chief 

1. Th* PaMatan Tim**, R awalpindi 10 Fatoruuy, 1870 

2. Attehftahvi Labor*, May. 1081 , P. 13 

3. Ibid i 
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Secretary Punjab and demanded a strong action against him. Ghulam Muhammad 
ako wrote: a. tract against the wife of Mirza Ghulam Ahmad, Nusrat Jehan Begum 
(Gopi of Krishajl Mirza) on the strength of his revelations. 1 

According to some Oadianis the prophecy that Mirza Mahmud Ahmad is 
Kalab (do£) and Would destine to die according to the numerical value of Kalab or 
do£ i.e. 52 came true in November, 1965. Mirza Mahmud became Khalifa through 
trick and treachery in March 19 14 and after accomplishing51 year of his false caliphate 
in March 1965 when he entered into 52nd year of his rule he met an ignominious death 
in November, 1965. 

It is also said that Mirza Ghulam Ahmad had laid down a period of 23 years 
to detentifnfc the veracity and truthfulness of a God-sent and true reformer of the 
age. Mirza Mahmud claimed to be a recipient of divine revelation and declared himself 
Muslih Maood on the basis of his revelation on 5 January, 1944. Since he was an 
impostor he died after 21 years in November 1965. His agonizing death serves as an 
eye-opener, for those who call him God-sent Reformer, Fazal-i-Omer and Muslih 
Maood. 


farooq Qadtan, 7 March, 1940. 
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AFRICAN MISSIONS-OUT POSTS 
OF IMPERIALISM 

During the papacy of Mtrza Mahmud, the Qadiani programme in Africa 
was moderate. After his death in 1965, Mirza Nasir Ahmad, the third head of the 
community planned to launch a big offensive in Africa. Immediately after the 1967 
Arab Israel War, he went on a tour of Africa and studied the prospects of further 
penetration into the newly emerging independent states of Africa in collaboration with 
Israel. The programme was intensified in late 60s by spending a large amount of money 
in opening of new missions, setting up educational institutions and activating the press. 

Qadiani object to bring post-colonial Africa under the sphere of its influence 
centred on the following points: 

a) to detach Africa from rest of the world to turn it into future 
Qadiani- Zionist-Imperialist sphere of influence. 

b) to launch political offensive in Middle East from the African base. 

c) to change the character of Muslim Africa to an Ahmadya enclave 
and consequently an outpost of Zionism and Imperialism. 

d) to spread the message of Ahmadyat to hostile Arab countries. 

e) to provide employment to Ahmadi doctors, teachers and other 
skilled workers and prepare them to serve the interests of Zionist 
backed industrial concerns and multinationals. Israeli private 
companies engaged in construction, engineering, tourist trade 
development etc provide lucrative jobs to African Ahmadya Com- 
munity- 

f) to plunder the economic wealth of developing countries of Africa 
in collaboration with Imperialists and their Israeli mentors- 

g) to plant African Ahmadis in emerging bureaucratic setup of 
African states so that tHey could exert influence on their economic 
matters and foreign policy. 

In the realm of religion, says Noel King, "Ahmadya are immensely good for 
Christianity in the way they purify her by showing her how she presents herself in some 
of her more gorgonlike postures. On the other hand, they have seriously alienated 
African Sunni Muslims in various parts of Africa by sheep stealing and ruthlessly 
breaking up Muslim unity. In Pakistan, which is now theft home base, the Sunni 
Muslims have been so infuriated as to beat up and kfll softie pf them. African Muslims 
have been severely tempted to do the same." 1 


1. Nod Q. King Chriattan and MutHm In Africa, H*p«r and Row PuNtoh*r» London, 1U70, P.83 
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The massive Ahmadya missionary programme in Africa is mostly financed 
from the secret funds which ai'e allegedly placed at the disposal of Rabwah by some 
Intelligence agencies. Some cover organizations operating in Holland, Federal 
Republic of Germany, Scandinavian countries and Africa finance Qadiani enterprises 
in African countries. These funds are deposited in London Banks and the London 
Mission allocates money to different missions in accordance with their needs and the 
nature of programmes to be executed. 

Adam Muhammad Traore, one of the founder members of the Ghanlan 
Unit of the Af-Jehad International Islamic Movement has aptly explained the sinister 
designs of Ahmadya Missions in Africa. He states: 

'Today International Jewry is more than ever before active in helping the 
Qadiayanis in Africa through their missions in Israel. All agencies and forces inimical 
to the Prophet attend all help to the Qadiayanis with the sole aim of breaking the 
Muslims’ bond of solidarity, their fealty to the Holy Prophet (P.B.O.H), and if they 
cannot succeed in destroying the Muslims’ faith in Islam, then they must at least 
contrive to change and corrupt the real meanings and teachings of that which the 
Muslims believe in. In Ghana and Nigeria, Qadiayanism today constitutes a threat of 
no mean dimensions to Islam and the Muslims and it is with the help of the British 
Imperialists and other foes inimical to Islam that it has achieved this. These foes have 
extended their support to the Qadiayanis since the early days of colonial rule in manner 
and with all means available to them so that the Qadiayanis could, with deceit and 
craft, wean the Muslims away from the real Islam. Ghana was selected as the 
head quarters of the Qadiani movement because of its unique position in regard to the 
liberation movement in Africa and the fight against Imperialism and Colonialism. In 
Ghana and in West Africa as whole, the Qadiayanis found a lack of Muslim mis- 
sionaries and ignorance concerning the Qadiani movement in the Subcontinent. They 
noted also that all the Muslims in West Africa in general and Ghana in particular are 
Sunnis and followers of Imam Malik, and that they have love for Islam and the Muslim 
World, especially the Arab World. They also have unity among them and are a force 
to be reckoned with in the political movement of that region. The Qadiayanis took 
cognizance of all these factors and other factors such as the lack of Muslim Schools 
and institutions, paucity of Islamic literature in English and the local languages and 
the dearth of Islamic knowledge among the youth. The British Imperialists, thus, 
helped the Qadiayanis to establish their headquarters in Saltpond, in the Western 
Region of Ghana, where oil was recently discovered, and this became the centre of 
Qadiani teaching in Ghana. They also helped them to build schools, colleges, mission- 
ary centres and hospitals in the Northern, Upper and Central regions of Ghana, and 
they established a printing press in Accra the capital, where they publish their own 
newspaper, the Guidance. 
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At present the enemies of Islam, the Qadiayanis publish more than five 
magazine in Ghana which skillfully plot and sow discord among the Muslims and 
propagate infidelity among them. They have also established an institute in Saltpond 
where they recruit and train missionaries from the neighbouring states of Sierra leone, 
Gambia, Ivory Coast, Togoland etc. Their tactics in Ghana and Nigeria are to infiltrate 
Government and other elite circles, and they win sympathy by saying that they are 
‘modern and progressive Muslims.’ They brand the majority Sunni Muslims as 
orthodox and non-progressive and they create dissension among the Muslim Com- 
munity by introducing nationalistic feelings among the citizens. They proclaim newly 
converted Ahmadis to be ‘Indigenous Muslims’ and the Sunnis ‘non-indigenous’ 
Muslims and they incite the government to replace all the Sunni Imams with Ahmadis. 
They strictly forbid Ahmadis to pray behind non-Ahmadis and discourage inter maF 
riage between their community and the Muslims and yet they react vehemently when 
they are called non-Muslims." 1 

The main Qadiani enclaves exist in Nigeria, Ghana, Liberia, Gambia and 
South Africa. These are the countries where Imperialist powers as well as Israel 
exerted considerable influence and had established bilateral relations with most of 
them particularly with Liberia and South Africa. 

Nigeria: On 1st October, 1960 Nigeria became independent as a member of the 
Commonwealth. Three years later it became a Republic. Since its independence 
Qadiani missions played an active role in Nigerian politics. The Army took over the 
country in January, 1966 after killing the Prime Minister Alhaj Sir Abu BakarTafawa 
Balewa, a popular and paternal figure. Qadiani collaborated with Christian mis- 
sionaries to launch a smear campaign against Abu Bakar Tafawa Balewa and Ahmad 
Billo. Their heinous role in Nigerian politics has been discussed by Dt Saeed Faudi. 2 
The files of Lemonde and Jane Afrique of Paris for the years! 964-66 give the startling 
facts on Qadiani-British sinister collaboration. Qadianis openly played the role of 
British agents in Africa. On the death of Tafwa and Ahmad Billo, the pro-Zionist 
Liberian Government officially expressed its satisfaction. The Christian Missions in 
Liberia kept a diplomatic silence but Qadiani and Bahai Missions rejoiced over these 
deaths and renewed their pledge of cooperation with the Liberian Government at the 
behest of Israel. 3 There were three successful military coups in Nigeria since 1966 and 
several abortive ones. The worst of all was the challenge of Gen Owjuku, the military 
Governor of the Eastern Region in I967.He announced the secession of the Region 
from the Federation and declared its independence as the Republic of Biafra. It was 
a Christian state. The West which looked upon Nigeria as its sphere of influence, was 
happy to have an occasion to encourage the Christians of Biafra to revolt against the 


1. Adam Muhammad Traore, Sava Muslim Africa From Tha Clutches the Qadiayanis (Ahmadis) Apostasy, 
Ah-Jahad International Islamic Movement, Kumasi-Ghana, July, 1978 PP.3-8 

2. See Dr Saeed Faudi Al Qartul Afriqah Bain-ul Tatolifal-ul- Istamaiya wa Ahvaiah-tul-Tahariri VoL VI PP. 
113-211 Karama Malbooa Press, 1963-quoted in the weekly Ch attar, 5 February, 1070 

3. Ibid * •’ 
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Central Government. Biafra surrendered atlast to the Central Government in January, 
1970. Qadianis remained on the side of British lobby in Biafran crisis. Their Missions 
were instrumental in safeguarding Imperialist as well as Israeli interests in Nigeria. 

The civil war was won by General Yaqub Gowan. Mirza Nasir tried to 
cultivate friendship with him and paid a courtesy call on him during his African tour 
in May, 1970. Gowan told him that the civil war was the dream of an individual, that 
he warned the rebel leader Ojukwa and his foreign backers that secession would never 
succeed. Mirza Nasir expressed admiration of the patience and tact of the Head of 
the state and remarked: 

"We have followed with keen interest the events in Nigeria during the crisis; 
the nation is properly guided under your leadership.” 1 

The Morning Post, Lagos in its issue of 17 April, 1970 wrote: The Ahmadya 
also has plans on the drawing board for broadcasting station in West Africa to educate 
people and teach them to live in peace.* 2 

The oil rich country of Nigeria came closer to the Arab world in 1973 after 
being an active OPEC member. Yaqub was over thrown in July, 1975 by his own 
colleagues who believed that a military solution to civil problem was not possible. They 
initiated a programme to restore democracy and civilian rule by October, 1979 As a 
result of July-August, 1979 elections Shehu Shagari became the President of Nigeria. 

Mirza Nasir paid the second visit to Nigeria in August, 1980. He met various 
Qadiani delegates during his tour and addressed a press conference in the Federal 
Palace Hotel, Lagos. Various questions on the problems of the Arab world, Iranian 
Revolution, Islamic resurgence etc were put to him but he avoided to reply any political 
question. He harped on the old theme of Ahmadya progress and challenge posed by 
Christianity to Islam 3 to conceal the real motives of his visit. 

The way Nigeria Mission is functioning and propagating heretical beliefs to 
deceive the simple Nigerians has been discussed by a former Ahmadi, Dr Balogun. 4 
He renounced Ahmadyat and exposed its diabolical role in Africa. It afforded an 
opportunity to many Qadianis to give second thought to their religious ideas. There 
were other small Muslim organizations of North Nigeria which attacked Ahmadyat 
and warned the people of their evil political designs. 

Ghana : Ghana is an other country where Qadianyat is flourishing with the Imperialist 
support. It was the first country to receive Israel’s favours in its advance into Africa. 
Shortly after attaining independence in 1957, it entered into formal diplomatic 
relations with Israel. Since then, ties between the the two countries had been strong 
only except in 1973 when Israel launched aggression in the Middle East. 


1. Africa Spaaka P.14 

2. Ibid. 

3. Alfurqan Ratnwah, Juna, 1970 

4. Dr bmaH A.B. Balogun Salam Vs Ahmadya in Nigeria, Lahore, 1977 
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During his lour of west Africa, Mirza Nasir paid a courtesy call on the 
Chairman of the Presidential Commission of Ghana, Brig. AA Afrif on 20 April, 
1970 1 who assured him full support of the Government in setting up new missions. 
Nasir also called on the Ghanian head of the State. 2 

In less than a decade a network of Qadiani missions was set up in Ghana 
with 250 branches manned by 48 missionaries. There are half a million Ahmadya 
adherents in Ghana. It runs 7 Secondary schools, four hospitals and an agricultural 
project which involves 1000 acres of land meant to produce maize, wheat and potatoes 
to meet food needs. 3 4 Ghana Mission publishes its own paper Guidance. It has about 
10,000 subscribers. The Government buys a specific number of its copies for its 
embassies abroad. 

During his African tou r in 1980, Mijza Nasir met the Ghanian President Dr 
Hilla Liman and discussed various issues of mutual interest. He paid a second visit to 
him before his departure from Ghana and discussed the critical economic situation of 
the country. 5 

Liberia: It was the first country to gain independence in Africa. The country has been 
under the American influence since long. It always maintained close relations with 
Israel. 

The Qadiani mission was established in Liberia in 1956. It achieved an 
extraordinary success in this land. The Government patronage and Israeli support 
played a vital part in the growth of Ahmadyat. 

In 1970, when Mirza Nasir was on his African tour, he was treated as State 
Guest by President Tubman of Liberia. He paid two days official visit to Liberia on 
the invitation of the President. He was received at the airport by the President’s Special 
representative Col Henri R. Gobson. On his arrival -Nasir said that he and the 
President Tubman knew each other, although this would be their first meeting. He 
described the President as a man with a noble heart and wise mind, a man of whom 
the nation should be proud. He had a private auidence with President Tubman on 29 
April at the Executive Mansion. TheTresident accepted the Ahmadya request for one 
hundred acres of land in Liberia. 6 

The Ambassador of Lebanon at Monorovia called on him and discussed 
some African issues. 7 The Government of Liberia formally gave 150 acres of land to 
Ahmadya Mission in 1973 at Sanoyean, 100 miles away from the Capital of Liberia. 


1 . Africa Speaks, P. 33 

2. Alfurqan Rabwah. June, 1 970 

3. Review of Religions, London December, 1983 

4. History of Ahmadya! in Wesi Africa-TabehiT Paper Rabwah, December, 1 978 

5. Daura-t-MMhrib, P.434 

6. Africa Speaks P.52 

7. Alfurgan Rabwah, June, 1970 
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A school was established with the Government assistance. A.Hoff, the Education 
Minister performed the inaugural ceremony. 1 It received a good media coverage. 

Israel provides ample support to Liberian Mission at diplomatic level to 
forge relations with other African states. It also finances the economic programme 
and desires to see Ahmadyat get firm footing on the soil. 

Gambia: Gambia was the first British colony in West Africa. The Ahmadya movement 
took root in 1955 but a regular missionary reached Gambia in 1961. To establish a 
mission there, Ch. Muhammad Sharif, former missionaiy in Israel (1939-56) was 
designated mission incharge in 1961. It may be recalled that Ch. Sharif had been a 
notorious British Israeli agent responsible to bring a lot of sufferings to Palestinians. 
Before he took up his assignment in Gambia, he stayed in Beirut and then moved to 
Syria 2 to see his former colleagues. 

Mirza Nasir Ahmad visited Gambia in 1970. Alhaj Sanghatey, a Qadiani 
apostate and a former Governor General of Gambia hosted a dinner in his honour. 
He also called on the President of Gambia, Sir Daud Jawara to discuss the problems 
of mutual interest. 3 

South Africa: Both in the Middle East and Africa, Israel’s role has been that of an 
agent of Imperialism carrying out su bversion, committing aggression and aiding racism 
with the aid and in the interest of Imperialism. The sinister collaboration between 
Israel and South Africa came under attack at different forums. In 1975, the UN 
Assembly passed a resolution equating Zionism with racism. In the following year the 
UN General Assembly adopted a resolution in condemnation of increased collabora- 
tion between Israel and South Africa. Israel played a key role in collaboration with 
the CIA to sell sophisticated armaments to South Africa despite the UN embargo. It 
also provided aid to South Africa in its occupation of Namibia and its attack on Angola. 

Since early 60s, Qadiani movement has been flourishing in South Africa with 
the Imperialist support. In 1964, due to some Government restrictions no Ahmadya 
missionaiy from Rabwah could go there 4 The local Ahmadya Jamat managed the 
business under the guidance of Rabwah. 

Sir Zafarullah, then Judge International Court of Justice was invited by a 
member of Memon Community of Durban to visit South Africa in early November, 
1967. When he reached Cape Town, the local Muslim organizations representing 35 
thousand Muslims decided to boycott and protest against his visit. Pakistan had no 
diplomatic relations with the racist regime of South Africa. Sir Zafarullah stayed in a 
hotel reserved for the whites 'travelled extensively, saw much and talked to many 
people, including Dr Vorster, then Prime Minister and later President of South Africa. 
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In Bloemfontan, he sat with the Supreme Court and heard the arguments in an 
appeal. 1 He had a lunch with the Chief Justice of South Africa. At a press conference 
he thanked the Government for its friendly behaviour and assured that he would do 
his best to promote relations between Pakistan and South Africa. 

Earlier Zafarullah stayed at Johannesberg. The White Mayor of the city gave 
him a reception. Sheikh Abu Bakar Najar, a leading member of the Ahmadya 
community in Cape Town arranged a dinner party in his honour in which prominent 
white citizens and a few blacks were invited. Sir Zafarullah says, ‘In Cape Town he 
had the opportunity of meeting members of small Ahmadya community there, another 
veritable end of the earth to which under God’s design the message of the Promised 
Messiah had been carried.’ 2 

Zafarullah was neither a representative of the Government of Pakistan nor 
had any mandate to promote relations with racist regime when Pakistan did not 
recognize it. His utterances created political problems for Pakistan in countries of 
Africa and brought into limelight the Qadiani desire to forge further intimate relations 
with South Africa in accordance with the Imperialist policy. In South Africa both 
Qadiani and Lahori Groups operate with the foreign backing. They face strong 
resistance from the Muslims. The abridged English edition of Maulana Ilyas Bami’s 
book Qadianyat have exposed these groups. The influential Jewish community of 
South Africa had been using Qadiani groups for furtherance of their nefarious political 
designs and to create schism among the rank and file of Muslims. Like Israel, the 
rascist regime of South Africa is a haven for Qadiani heretics. Qadianis never condemn 
the policy of apartheid or militant racial policies of South Africa. They profess special 
love for the country because Mirza Ghulam Ahmad had prayed for the success of the 
British during the Transvaal Wars at the dose of 19th century. 

Sierra Leone: A modest missionary programme is going on in the countries of Ivory 
Coast and Sierra Leone. In 1970, when Mirza Nasir arrived in Free Town he was 
officially received by the Deputy Defence Minister on behalf of the Prime Minister of 
Sierra Leone. He called on Baurja Tejan Sie, the Governor General at the State House 
and discussed the issues of mutual interest. Subsequently he met Dr Siaka P. Stevens, 
the Premier of Sierra Leone. The Ahmadya Mission arranged a reception in his honour 
which was attended by the Ministers of the State, Paramount Chief, Members of 
Parliament, as well as Ambassadors pf France, Lebanon, Nigeria and Gambia. The 
Acting Governor General of Sierra Leone also hosted a state dinner in his honour. 3 
Bulwark Against Fundamentalism : At the end of his visit to the countries of West 
Africa (May, 1970) Mirza Nasir arrived in London and launched the Nusrat Jehan 
Scheme. 4 He claimed to have conceived the scheme under the Divine direction for 
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expanding the activities of the movement in West Africa through the substantial 
number of schooisand hospitals. At the time he left England 10,500 pounds had been 
deposited in cash in the Fund. In addition, the Ahmadis of England pledged further 
to add more than forty thousands pounds to this sum. Linder the Nusrat Jehan Scheme, 
Mirza Nasir fixed a target of Rs.2.5 million for setting up medical centres and 
secondary schools in West Africa Ghana, Nigeria, Sierra Leone, and Gambia. Qadiani 
Jamats said to have contributed liberally a sum of Rs.5.35 million to the Reserve Fund 
by 1976. A total of 16 health centres were established and 47 doctors rendered their 
services by December, 1976.* 

Mirza Nasir embarked upon the third European tour in July, 1973. He called 
on important political personalities of Europe and discussed the prospects of future 
missionary thrust in strategic areas of Africa. He evaluated the working of existing 
missions and allocated fresh funds to European and African missions which he 
received from unidentified sources. 

During his tour some correspondents of the press put questions about 
sources of funding of Ahmadya missionary enterprises. He explained that in addition 
to regular donations, Jamat donated handsome funds on voluntary basis as a result of 
appeals for financial help whenever need arose. The Ahmadya communities were all 
over the world, the sun never sets on the Ahmadya Jamat. 1 2 

Some other interesting questions were put to him at a press conference in 
Switzerland: 

Q. How many Ahmadi Muslims are there in the whole world. 

A. We have never conducted a census but I think there are no less 
than ten million of them. 

0. Have you tried to establish your Missions in the Communist 
countries. 

A. In those Communist countries which give some religious freedom 
to their citizens, we have some members of the Jamat there. To 
some other countries we did send our missionaries but they were 
not permitted to preach there, of course, this clearly shows that 
they are afraid of Islamic teachings. It is of some interest to note 
that the Founder of the Ahmadya Jamat was shown in a vision a 
very large number of Ahmadis in Russia, this number was as large 
as the particles of sand at a sandy place. 

Q. What kind of relations do you have with the Government of 
Pakistan. 


1. Alfmzl Rabwah, 10 D*c«mb*f, 1070 

2. Tahrik-i-Jahld Rtbwah, Nownlw, 1973 
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A. Very cordial relations. We believe that every Muslims should be 
loyal to the Government of his country. We are a religious 
community and we do not like to became tools of any political 
party . l 

Centenary Celebrations: October 1973 Arab-Israel war brought a great change in the 
Middle East scenario. It has also repercussions on Africa. Many African countries 
stood by the Arab world and condemned Israeli expansionism. Israel’s Africa policy 
in the dosing months of 1973 was based on the containment of Arab influence through 
military assistance and direct intervention, where necessary. Its desire to gain a strong 
economic foothold in Africa, in order to undermine Afro-Arab relations, was part of 
the strategy which had the wholehearted endorsement of the US. Israel also wished 
to gain diplomatic support among the non-Arab African states for use within the OAU 
and the UN against the Arabs. 

After the War, Mirza Nasir in the Annual Gathering in December, 1973 
annou need yet another ambitions programme, the Centenary Celebration of the Jamat 
by fixing a target of Rs. 25 million to be collected by 1989. In the period following 
October, 1973 War, all African states with the exception of South African satellites 
(Botswana, Lesotho, Swaziland and Malawi) broke off their relations with Israel and 
Africa’s long period of romance with Israel was seemed to be over. 

The year 1974 witnessed an unprecedented outburst against Qadiani bel- 
ligerency in Pakistan and abroad. The constitutional amendment, at least made the 
people realized the pernicious and subversive political role of Ahmadyat and exposed 
its religious creed. To appease the suspicious and staggering followers living abroad, 
Mirza Nasir undertook West European tour in 1975 to see the repercussions of 
Pakistan National Assembly derision of declaring them a non Muslim minority. He felt 
it quite difficult to satisfy his inquisitive followers and left Europe high and dry. Next 
year he visited America, Canada and Europe to pay obsequiousness to his masters, 
evaluate the progress of Ahmadya missions, tap new resources, strengthen relations 
with foreign wire-pullers and counteract the tide of rising opposition against them. 
Anti Islamic forces have been visualizing a special role for Ahmadyat to play in the 
wake of emerging tide of Islamic fundamentalism. There were serious efforts at 
Islamization of laws and life in many Muslim countries in mid 70’s. The resistance of 
Afghan Mujahideen against the Soviet occupation of Kabul, Islamic Revolution in 
Iran, Secrative Muslim Brotherhood Movement of Syria and Dawah Organizations in 
Malaysia attracted the attention of the West. Qadianism had the potential to meet the 
‘fundamentalist threat' as its very existence is based on defeating the values of Islam. 
It continued its so-called missionary thrust in Africa and sought penetration in those 
countries where western influence steadily increased. Mirza Nasir Ahmad targeted 
Spain for opening a so-called mission there. We deal with this issue at some length. 

1. T*hrik-KJahld Ratwnh, Nov»mb*f, 1973 I 
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Spain Mission : It was after the Second World War when Mirza Mahmud directed 
Karam Ilahi Zafar and Molvi Zafar to leave London (mid 1946) for Spain. They set 
up a mission there which remained under the strict surveillance of the Secret Police. 1 
Karam Ilahi secretly preached Ahmadya doctrines and worked under the cover of a 
perfume seller. For over 30 years Qadianis kept their presence in Spain without 
achieving any success. In 1980, the Spanish Government extended open support to 
Qadianis knowing well that they would be criticized sharply by the Catholic Church 
for Ahmadis put up anti-Christian posture. Also the Church had a strong grip on the 
Government machinery. The favourable treatment was meted out especially to 
Qadianis while the other Muslim organizations were treated in a cold manner in Spain. 
The Society for the Return of Islam in Spain which comprised more than 100 new 
Muslims of Spanish origin had been demanding for years the restoration of the historic 
Qurtuba Mosque, which remained the property of the Church. The mosque was not 
open to Muslims for prayers. The Muslims Ambassadors in Spain and members of the 
Islamic Conference were making efforts to take up the issue at the highest level with 
Government and religious authorities in that country to obtain permission for Muslims 
to say at least the Friday and Hid prayers in this grand mosque, but in vain. Permission 
was not granted even for the construction of a long-negotiated and much needed 
mosque in Madrid for diplomats and local Muslims. 2 

What was the reason Qadianis received a highly favourable response from 
the Catholic dominated Spanish Government to open a centre in Spain? 

The Pakistan Times wrote an interesting editorial on the issue when Mirza 
Nasir laid the foundation stone of a ‘mosque’ in Paedro, a town in Spain. We reproduce 
it below: 

‘Mosque’ in Spain : According to a press release issued in Lahore, the head of the 
Qadiani Jamat has laid the foundation stone of a ‘mosque’ in Paedro, a town in Spain. 
That the Spanish Government gave permission to this particular body is highly 
instructive because so far as the Muslims in general are concerned, they have not been 
able to secure this privilege for centuries. It was after a great deal of influence exercised 
on behalf of Allama Iqbal that Madrid allowed him to offer ‘nawafil’ at Masjid-e-Qar- 
taba on his way back from the Round Table Conference in London. That historic 
moment has been immortalised in a famous poem of the poet. 

The reason for the unique concession given to the Jamat is not far to seek. 
It lies in its genesis. The Qadiani movement was identified with the British Raj. While 
some elements in the Indian body politic gave it support on purely political grounds, 
the Qadianis sought to legitimise it, indeed sanctify it, in religious terms. Apparently 
Qadianism, based its creed on the general Islamic notion of a civil order which required 
Muslims to abide by rules and regulations enforced by the power that be. The polity 
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which Islam enjoins however cannot be but Islamic. And not. only does it make it 
obligatory that only its laws should govern their lives but also that they should be 
governed by Muslim. The Quranic injunction to that effect is quite mandatory'you 
obey the ruler from amongst you? Obviously no non Muslim can be their ruler. But the 
Qadianis dropped the ‘from amongst you’ part of the injuction. The omission upset 
the whole order of Islamic values. It paved the way for a non Muslim ruler. That suited 
the British book fine because they had much trouble in reconciling the Muslims to 
their rule. Indeed William Hunter had been moved to raise the piquant question: Are 
the Muslims bound in religion to revolt against the Queen? The Qadiani movement was 
therefore a great boon to the British who patronized it through out their suzerainty 
over the sub-continent. Thus a wholly un- Islamic structure of thought, the 
‘prophethood’ was invented primarily to lend authenticity to that concept. 

Since the Qadianis were avowedly preachers of Islam, they are assisted and 
helped the Viceroy maintain an ecclesiastical fund to finance churches and approved 
religious societies to establish themselves as a regular Islamic sea both in the country 
and abroad. While the aaive official patronage which the community enjoyed at- 
traaed needy Muslims to its fold, the facilities provided abroad enabled it to set up 
missions in the West. 

The Qadiani role did not end with Independence. Ironically, the Islamic 
resurgence gave a new impetus to the movement. The rise of the ‘militant’ Islam has 
alarmed both the Christian West and the Soviet East. Not only are they faced with 
the growing and gathering strength of the Muslim nations, they are also sensitive to 
the proselytising magnetism of Islamic teaching. It is feared that if on the one hand 
the Islamic countries become strong, and on the other their own Muslim populations 
feel encouraged to be defiant of the non Islamic auspices, 1 this phenomenon might 
develop world wide political dimension. These power groups would therefore like to 
engineer something which would rode the vigour of Islam from within. In this context, 
the creed of submission and passivity inculcated by the Qadiani movement assumed 
strategic significance. That was the versibn of Islam which they wanted propagated. 
The greater the number of its adherents the better. While its converts would not be 
antagonistic to their regimes, the body of Muslims within their jurisdiaion would 
incline to be docile. Thus the presence of the Jamat would be welcome anywhere. 
They were welcome to muster force in Europe, Africa or the Soviet Union. Already 
reports from Delhi indicate that they are pulling their weight in Hindu India just as 
well as they did in British India and for the same reason for recruiting loyalists from 
among the down-trodden Muslim subjects. Any wonder they have been allowed to 
entrench themselves in Spain which has traditionally served as a spring board for the 
Maghrib.’ 1 


1 . Pakistan Tlmat, Rawalpindi, 1 6 Novembw , 1 980 
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Tip of the Iceberg : In September, 1974 when the National Assembly and the Senate 
passed the Constitution Second Amendment Bill, declaring that non believers in the 
absolute and unqualified prophethood would be considered to be non Muslims, the 
Muslims expressed great satisfaction over it. It was thought that a problem which had 
rankled for a hundred years had been amicably resolved. But both groups of Ahmadis 
jeered at it and insisted on their being Muslims and posed themselves accordingly in 
Pakistan and abroad. In the absence of legislation, Qadianis called their places of 
worship Masjids, pronounced Azan, termed the Mirza as Nabi and Rasul and the 
Muslims of the world as Kafir. They freely used the sacred titles of Unvul-Mominin, 
Sahaba etc. and enthusiastically propagated their ideas. 

Suits were filed in different Courts of law in the Punjab on their construction 
of new ‘mosques’ and vigorous propagation of their anti»Islamic beliefs. The Civil Judge 
Dera Ghazi Khan in a suit filed by a Muslim gave a temporary injunction and 
restrained the defendants from naming the disputed place as mosque and proclaiming 
Azan for offering their prayers including Qayam, Ruku, Sajood, in the manner 
resembling or similar to that of orthodox Muslims. Qadianis filed an appeal before 
the learned District Judge against the injunction but was, dismissed under order dated 
19 October, 1975. On the instructions of Mirza Nasir Ahmad, Qadianis went into 
appeal in the Punjab High Court. It set aside the orders of the lower courts. Mr. Justice 
Aftab Hussain of Lahore High Court in Abdul Rehman Mubashir Vs Amir Ali 
Shah 1 case held in his judgement on 12 November, 1977 that the Ahmadis still 
remained completely free to profess and practise their religion and enjoy complete 
autonomy in regard to their religious tenets and institutions and that the constitutional 
amendment had not established any ground on which the court could issue an 
injunction to restrain Ahmadis from calling their place of worship a mosque (masjid) 
or from using the call to prayer (Azan) in it or from offering their prayer in the manner 
laid down by Islam. There was, therefore, no legal obstacle to the Ahmadis continuing 
to profess their faith in the same way as they had prior to the constitutional 
amendment. The Lahore High Court decision showed that the Constitutional Amend- 
ment had little impact on Qadianism in curbing their proseiytisation and provocative 
activities. It was felt that something substantial should be done in this regard. Leading 
ulema in cooperation with the MTKN pondered over the issue a fresh and started a 
campaign for proper enforcement of the Constitutional Amendment. 

The time was, however, not opportune to start a massive campaign against 
Qadianis because of political climate prevailing at that time. General Zia had put the 
1973 Constitution in abeyance and curbed all sorts of political activities. A small 
measure of relief came an year after the Martial Law when the Government intro- 
duced separate electorates for non-Muslim minority communities in Pakistan. 
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Separate Electorates: The President’s Orders 16 and 17 of 1978, the Delimitation of 
Constituencies (Amendment) Ordinance, 1978 and the Electoral Rolls (Amendment) 
Ordinance 1978 provided for separate electorates for minorities. In order to contest 
elections or to vote for a candidate, Qadianis had to register themselves on the 
electoral rolls of non-Muslims i.e. Hindus, Sikhs, Parsees, Bahais etc. It was not 
acceptable to them, as they insisted on their being th? only real Muslims and declared 
Muslims of the world as heretics and outside the pale of Islam. They decided not to 
register themselves as non-Muslims voters. Thus they rendered themselves dis- 
enfranchised. The Orders 16 and 17 of 1978 subsequently received the Constitutional 
status in the Revival of 1973 Order, 1985 (Arts 51 (4A), 62 (b), 106(5) and 113). 

The Order effectively checked the power of Qadianis to interfere in the 
elections of Pakistan at the behest of alien powers which they had been doing in the 
past especially in December 1971 elections which resulted in the dismemberment of 
Pakistan. Pressed hard by the movement of MTKN, the Government took another 
step to stop Qadianis from using certain epithets, descriptions and titles relating to 
the Holy Prophet (P.B.O.H), Khulfa-i-Rashidin, pious wives of the Holy Prophet 
(P.B.O.H) etc. Ordinance 44 of 1980 was promulgated in September to add section 
298-A to the Pakistan Penal Code. It provided a penalty of up to three years 
imprisonment for any one who "by words, either spoken or written or by visible 
representation or by any imputation, innuendo or insinuation, directly or indirectly" 
defiles the names of these personages. Despite these measures the adamant Qadianis 
persisted in their behaviour to the great embarrassment of Muslims. The Government 
did ban their periodicals but the action takert was too late to have any deterrent effect 
on them. The ulema demanded some strong actions to end the shilly shallying of Zia 
regime. 

End of Nasir Era: Mirza Nasir Ahmad led the Ahmadya Community from 1965 to 
1982. He died of heart failure on 9 June, 1982 at Islamabad. He came to Islamabad 
to obtain a visa for his onward journey to Spain. His body was taken to Rabwah to 
bury it temporarily in the Cemetery of Paradise till its formal burial in Qadian. In 
accordance with an election system devised by Mirza Mahmud, an electoral college 
of about 500 members had to elect a new head before the burial ceremony of Mirza 
Nasir could take place. 

Mirza Nasir’s tenure of office was beset with may difficulties. He had to 
grapple with numerous problems to keep his authority intact. Immediately after his 
assumption of power some elements started a campaign against his person at Rabwah, 
which ultimately spread to other parts of the country. The! movement was immediately 
checked with a policy of carrot and stick. It could not, However, be totally curbed 
because these elements enjoyed a good position in the Ahmadya hierarchy. 

Mirza Nasir Ahmad, like his father Mirza Mahmud let loose a reign of terror 
against those Ahmadis who differed with him over the affairs of Ahmadya community. 
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They were subjected to attacks, murderous assaults, ostracization and humuliation. In 
their private meetings Qadiani dissidents called Mirza Nasir Ahmad, ‘Fashionable 
Raspution of Rabwah’, ‘Ghengiz Khan, a ‘Holy Hoax’ etc. 1 A secret organization 
‘Aifatah’ sent a cyclostyled paper to the members of National Assembly of Pakistan 
in September, 1972 alleging that the atrocities had continuously been perpetrated by 
the Home Department Rabwah (Amoor Aama) on innocent Ahmadis viz Saadat Ali, 
Afzal, Ghulam Haider, Nasir, Atiq and many others on the directives of the ‘Qadiani 
Pope’, Mirza Nasir Ahmad. They made an earnest appeal to the members of the 
National Assembly to bring the Rabwah episodes to the notice of higher authorities 
for redressal of their grievances. 

It was alleged that Rabwah Home Department had a very dangerous set-up. 
It was said to be a ‘pleasure spot’ for many capricious Ahmadis. It controlled the civil 
bureaucracy and the police. It was an Ahamadya Gestapo functioning under the orders 
of a Qadiani Hilter. 2 Wild allegations and attacks of personal nature were made not 
only on the person of Mirza Nasir but also on a few members of his family. Alfazl 
Rabwah, trotted out traditional platitudes and condemned the "well-informed per- 
sons" as Manaftqeen and warned the community of their nefarious activities directed 
to topple Khalifat by hatching conspiracies against ‘God-appointed Khalifa.’ 3 The 
paper put out some cliche-ridden articles of Qadiani loyalists emphasizing that the 
praetorian order was the finest system. They spruced up the profile of Mirza Nasir 
and exhorted Ahmadis to be aware of anti-Ahmadya forces. The liveried servants of 
Nasir well-versed in the art of semanic jugglery pacified the adversaries in a few 
months’ time. 

Nasir strengthened the Ahmadya movement during the autocratic rule of 
Ayub Khan. The Yahya regime was a blessing in disguise for Ahmadis. They intensified 
their reljgio-political activities in Pakistan and Africa. During the years 1970-73 Nasir, 
mainly with the support received from the PPP, increasingly involved the Community 
in politics and pushed some senior members of the Jamat into the quagmire of 
international conspiracies. 

Mirza Nasir Ahmad saw the 1974 Khatam-i-Nabuwat movement with help- 
lessness and awe. He directed his foreign missions to launch a smear campaign against 
Pakistan and the Bhutto Government. He imprudently invited the foreign intervention 
during the agitation and approached his foreign masters to put pressure on the 
Government. Sir Zafarullah, the living relic of Imperialism was instructed to make a 
fuss of events to discredit the movement. He pampered his followers with dreams and 
prophecies of Mirza Ghulam Ahmad. The Ahmadya community expressed great 
concern over these developments and insisted on calling themselves Muslims even 
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after the Constitutional Amendment (September, 1974). The Amendment, although 
not put into full operation, yet proved fatal for the movement. 

Mirza Nasir became an ailing head of a depressed community in post- 1974 
era. His health deteriorated sharply in late 70s. The anticipated rate of conversion 
slowed down and the youth in foreign countries questioned the Islamic character of 
the movement. The death of his beloved wife Mansoora Begum on 3 December, 1981 
proved a great shock to him. After her death he received several marriage proposals 
and for forty days he claimed to offer prayers to receive guidance from God. He also 
urged two senior Qadianis- Abdul Malik and Sheikh Mazhar Ahmad, Amir Jamat 
Faisalabad to do the same. After a few days time they reported to Nasir that they had 
received ‘go ahead’ signal from God. Mirza Luqman Ahmed, son of Mirza Nasir 
Ahmed told his father that his late mother had told him in a dream that his father 
should send marriage proposal to the family of Tabira, daughter of Abdul Majeed 
Khan and sister of Professor Naseer Ahmad Khan, Principal T.I. College, Rabwah. 
The proposal was sent, Tahira’s mother asked daughter for her consent. Tahira 
revealed that she had recently seen a dream in which she was informed that a person 
of the ‘status of King’ wanted to marry her. 

After involving the will of God and visions and dreams of his followers in 
fulfilling his lascivious desire, he solemnized his second marriage with Tahira (24) on 
11 April, 1982. To check his senile decay he regularly used Zad-i-Jam-i-Ishiq, a sex 
stimulant the contents of which were allegedly revealed to Mirza Ghulam Ahmed. 
Some Qadianis allege that in order to prepare himself for second honeymoon he used 
some aphrodisiac which were prescribed by Hakim Nuruddin for a sensuous Maharaja 
of Kashmir. He developed some cardiac complications and died after two months of 
his new marriage leaving his community in confusion and dismay. 
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As the- news of Mirza Nasir's death reached Rabwah in the early morning 
of 10th June, 1982 an ugly war of succession started between Qadiani contestants. The 
problem to install Khalifa on the gaddi in Rabwah assumed priority over all other 
matters including the burial of the dead. A hurriedly called meeting of the electoral 
college at a worship place in Rabwah saw Mirza Tahir and his half brother Mirza Rafi 
Ahmad at dagger’s drawn against each other. Mirza Tahir’s family members and 
Qadiani youth were on Tahir’s side while some senior Qadjanis and a group of 
dissidents supported Mirza Rafi Ahmad. During the farcical election contest, Mirza 
Rafi Ahmad rose up to say some thing but was not allowed to utter a word. In a dismay 
he looked to Sir Zafarullah for help who scornfully advised him to keep quiet. Mirza 
Mubarak Ahmad, incharge of the Qadiani Foreign Missions, was conducting the 
election drama. He, with his aides, managed to win the show for Mirza Tahir Ahmad. 
The unprecedented show of partisanship invited a Jot of resentment for Mirza Tahir 
and his coterie. It was more or less the same drama which one time Ansarullah staged 
during the election of Mirza Mahmud in 191 4 which resulted in the ouster of Khawaja 
Kamaluddin and his party from Qadian. 

Mirza Rafi felt offended and dismayed and quietly left the place. A small 
group of his sympathisers announced his success in the election and took out a 
procession in Goal Bazar, Rabwah. No time was lost by the followers of Mirza Tahir 
Ahmad in circulating his first message as head of the community. Cassettes of the 
maiden speech delivered by Hazrat Mirza Tahir Ahmad, the fourth successor of the 
Promised Messiah echoed in and around Rabwah. Khudam-ul-Ahmadya made distant 
calls to inform Ahmadya Jamats in Pakistan and abroad that Mirza Tahir had been 
"appointed by God” as their fourth head. What happened afterwards to Mirza Rafi 
and his sympathizers is a woeful story? 1 Mirza Rafi was called Yazid, a stooge of 
Paighamis (Lahoris), a hypocrite, a diehard rival of ‘pious’ Khalifa, the rebel son of a 
Bengali woman (his mother was from Bengal) and a trader in prayers. Ahmadis 
avoided to see him. Khudam-i-Ahmadya spied on his activities. His mail was censored 
and his house was turned into a subjail. His main supporters viz. the family of A1 Basit 
Jewellers and Molvi Basharat-ur-Rehman, Incharge Bahishti Maqbara were extri- 
cated from Jamat on false and trivial grounds. Despite all coercive measures, the 
movement in favour of Mirza Rafi gained strength. But the senior members of 
community exerted their influence to silence him. Mirza Tahir lost no time to get the 
full control of the community’s affairs through a shrewd policy chalked out by his 
clique. He won the confidence of Sir Zafarullah, M.M.Ahmad, Mirza Mubarak 
Ahmad, Dr Abdus Salam and other influential Ahmadis. After assuming power, he 
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promoted many Qadianis to higher posts, sent the near relatives of some Qadianis 
abroad as foreign missionaries, advanced loans from Qadiani exchequer to his 
favourites and showered money to stifle the agitating voices. Mirza Rail was virtually 
helpless against the tactics of Mirza Tahir. Even his family members were won over 
by the ‘agents’ of Miiza Tahir. MS Amatul Hafiz Bcgu m, the sister of his father (Mirza 
Mahmud Ahmad) forced him to sign the bait form and accept Mirza Tahir as Khalifa 
with an open heart. The adamant Rafi was expelled from Madarsa Ahmadya where 
he delivered lectures on Tafsir. His stipends were drastically reduced till he was 
completely knock down. 1 

The Ahmadya Jamats in Pakistan were ordered through the local agents to 
obtain fresh bait forms duly signed by each Ahmadi. The Jamat Amirs and heads of 
Ahmadya organizations took pains to collect these forms from each member of the 
community within a short time. In Pakistan situation was brought under control but 
dissatisfaction prevailed among the foreign missions. Many Ahmadya members living 
abroad refused to pay allegiance to Mirza Tahir. They were in favour of Mirza 
Mubarak Ahmad’s leadership. On the basis of reports sent by the foreign missionaries 
to Mirza Tahir, he left for London to bring the situation under control and to appease 
the Ahmadis living abroad. 2 He employed the good services of Sir Zafarullah, 
M.M-Ahmad, and some influential Ahmadya missionaries for the purpose. Mirza 
Mubarak was already staying in London on diplomatic illness. Bureaucracy in Rabwah 
was against Mirza Mubarak and in favour of a pliant leadership, 

Mirza Tahir Ahmad had a great desire to launch a massive ‘tabligh’ campaign 
in Pakistan. Ahmadya preachers became ruthless in propagating their beliefs. They 
antagonized the ulema and the common Muslims with their inept proselytization 
activities. The aggressive mood of Rabwah forced the Muslims to take necessary steps 
against them and demand the enforcement of the Constitutional Amendment in letter 
and spirit. 

Ordinance XX of 1984: By 1984, a decade after the Constitutional Amendment, the 
Qadiani issue became the centre of public attention mainly due to efforts of Majlis-i 
Tuhafaz-i-Khatam-i-Nabuwat. The ulema insisted on President Zia to take necessary 
steps to check the anti-lslamic activities of Mirza Tahir Ahmad and his minions 
without further loss of time. The aggressive campaign of Qadiani zealots to propagate 
their beliefs and sudden disappearance ofMaulana Aslam Qureshi an MTKN activist 
who had attempted to kill MM Ahmad in 1970, added fuel to the fire. Some disgusted 
ulema even called President Zia a ‘Qadiani’ because of his reluctance to take any 
positive action against Ahmadis. The Constitutional Amendment failed to check the 
ever increasing overt and covert activities of Qadiani activists as they took advantage 
of the legal lacuna existing in its proper application. 
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After a series of public meetings and demonstrations in early 1984, Majlis 
Amal of the Tehrik-i-Khatam-i-Nabuwat Conference decided to meet in Rawalpindi 
on 27 April, 1984 to press for the following demands: 

i) Removal of Qadianis from key posts. 

ii) Effective enforment of Second Amendment. 

iii) Imposition of ban on Ahmadya tabligh. 

iv) Implementation of recommendation of the Council of Islamic 
Ideology regarding Qadianis. (The Council proposed death penal- 
ty for an apostate). 

v) Arrest of Mirza Tahir Ahmad and some of his colleagues in 
connection with the disappearance of Maulana Aslam Qureshi 
and immediate recovery of Maulana Qureshi. 

vi) Maintenance of a close check on political and espionage activities 
of Ahmadis and their collaboration with the Zionists. 

vii) Ban on paramilitary forces of Rabwah like Khudamul Ahmadya 
etc. 

viii) Identification of Ahmadis as nonMuslim on Identity cards and 
passports. 

A large number of eminent ulema and office bearer of the Tehrik were 
arrested under i6 MPO and 153 PPC for delivering objectional speeches in order to 
stop their participation in the Conference. Despite severe restrictions imposed by the 
Administration including the arrest of ulema, ban on the use of loud speakers, 
imposition of Section 144 in and around Rawalpindi city, people poured in from ail 
the^four Provinces of Pakistan and Azad Kashmir to make the Conference a success. 1 
The Tehrik threatened to take direct action if their demands were not conceded. Raja 
Zafarul Haque, then Minister for Information and Broadcasting played an active and 
appreciable role in bringing the representatives of the Tehrik and the Government at 
a round table conference. The Government had to yield to popular movement which 
could otherwise have culminated in political agitation against the Martial Law regime. 
A day before the Conference (26 April 1984) the President of Pakistan issued an 
Ordinance XX of 1984 called Anti Islamic Activities of the Qadiani Group, Lahore group 
and Ahmadis (Prohibition and Punishment) Ordinance 1984. It prohibited the 
Qadianis, Lahoris and Ahmadis from indulging in anti Islamic activities. A new Section 
298 B was inserted in Pakistan Penal Code to provide a punishment of three years 
imprisonment and fine for a person of these groups who by words either spoken or 
written, or by visible representation refers to the successors of Mirza Ghulam Ahmad 
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as an Amir-ul-Mominin, or his companions Sahaba, or the members of his family as 
Ahle Bait, or calls his place or worship as Masjid. The Section provides the same 
punishment for any such person who refers to the form of call to prayers followed by 
his faith as Azan or recites Azan as used by the Muslims. The new section inserted in 
the Pakistan Penal Code provides the same penalty for any such person who, directly 
or indirectly, poses as a Muslim or refers to his faith as Islam, or preaches or propagates 
his faith, or invites others to accept his faith, or in any manner whatsoever outrages 
the religious feelings of Muslims. The Ordinance also amended Section 99A of the 
Code of Criminal Procedure 1898, so as to empower the Provincial Government to 
forfeit any newspapers, book or other document, printed in violation of the new 
provisions inserted in the Pakistan Penal Code. 

The amendment made by the Ordinance in the Section 24 of the West 
Pakistan Press and Publication Ordinance 1963 empowered the provincial Govern- 
ment to close down a press used for the printing and publication of any book or paper 
in contravention of the new provisions inserted in the Pakistan Panel Code, to annul 
the declaration of a newspaper which violates the said provisions and to forfeit any 
book or paper containing any matter the printing or publication of which is prohibited 
by the said provisions. 1 

The anti-Qadianis Ordinance was widely hailed by religious, social and 
political organizations professing different view points and the Muslims of world at 
large. The leading papers of the country called it a ‘timely step’ and appreciated the 
Government’s efforts in checking the anti-Islamic activities of Qadianis. All leading 
dailies of Pakistan welcomed the Ordinance and demanded its enforcement in letter 
and spirit. 2 Ahmadis were advised to live in Pakistan like other peaceful citizens and 
stop their anti-Islamic activities. 3 

The daily Jasarat in its leading article exposed political designs of Rabwah 
and condemned their collaboration with Zionism. The paper called Ahmadyat a 
sapling of Zionist and Imperialist powers' having its roots in Israel and demanded: (i) 
a complete ban on their libraries, publishing houses and study centres (ii) removal of 
Ahmadis from key posts (iii) ban on the issuance of licence and permits to Ahmadi 
business men (iv) a census to determine their numerical strength in each province of 
Pakistan (v) exposure of their modus operandi as a pressure groups through state 
agencies, (vi) ban on conversion of Muslims to Qadianism by imposing life-long 
imprisonment and (vii) need for coordination among Muslim countries to take 
legislative measures to curb Ahmadya activities in their countries and abroad. 4 

The Pakistan Times in its leading article stated: ’ 
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‘Despite this (Second Amendment) quite clear and unambiguous declara- 
tion, however, the Oadiani and Lahore groups felt free to act and behave like other 
Muslims, even announcing their faith to be the really true one, inside the country and 
abroad. It amounted to misrepresentation of Islam. It sought to undermine the unity 
of the Muslims and created confusion about the fundamental tenets of Islam. It was 
neat and proper, therefore, to remove the anomaly and take the Second Constitu- 
tional Amendment to its logical conclusion. It was also urgently needed to ensure 
public peace and tranquillity ... Those foreign elements who choose to depict these law 
born of narrow mindedness or bigotry should be properly briefed about. the historical 
background of the whole problem and the rationale of their promulgation in an 
ideological state. It is important to ensure that vested interests do not succeed in 
tarnishing our image as a broad mjnded and progressive people.’ 1 

The daily Muslim under the caption of Positive Step writes; 

'The promulgation of the Presidential Ordinance placing curbs on the 
activities of the Oadianis is a timely action which should set at rest the controversy 
surrounding this issue in recent months. Passions had been excited and public opinion 
mobilized That this Ordinance was necessitated a full decade after the 1974 Constitu- 
tional Amendment which declared the Oadianis to be non Muslims through a vote of 
the popularly elected National Assembly, clearly underlines the lacuna and the 
dichotomies on an issue which agitates the people’s minds. It would have been in the 
fitness of things if the ambiguities had been cleared once and for all so as not to give 
an opportunity for a repetition of violence or provide an opportunity to those vested 
interests who may use this as an excuse for a wichhunt." 2 

Tahir flees to London: The issuance of Ordinance ‘terrified’ Mirza Tahir Ahmad He 
feared an arrest and a sad end of his papacy. He was so scare of his arrest that he could 
not deliver his weekly Friday address on 30 April and asked one of his followers Sultan 
Mahmud to lead the prayer. There was a rumour that he would be arrested and 
prosecuted in day or two and the Ahmadya organization would be banned after being 
declared a political body funded and aided by the foreign powers. The Martial Law 
Government of President Zia would drag senior Ahmadis into the superior courts of 
law. Mirza Tahir, would be charged with the ‘murder’ of Maulana Aslam Qureshi and 
running an anti-Islamic and anti-state subversive political organization in the name of 
Ahmadyat. ^ 

Mirca Tahir Ahmad called a meeting of leading Ahmadis in Rabwah on 29 
April, 1984 to discuss the implications of the Ordinance. On 30 April, he and some 
senior leaders of the Jamat pretended to leave for Islamabad for talks with the 
Government. People in Rabwah believed that Mirza Tahir had succumbed to the 
Government pressure and wanted to strike a bargain with it. In fact, he had been 


1. PftKistan Timee, Rawalpindi 20 April 1004 

2. The Muslim, Islamabad 20 April, 1 004 
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making preparations to dodge the police and intelligence agencies to flee to Karachi 
in a car. He, any how, succeeded to escape to London in a KLM flight on the night of 
30 April, 1984 alongwith his family and a group of prominent Qadianis. 1 He travelled 
as an ordinary passenger and concealed his identity to deceive the officials of the 
airport staff. Some people allege that it was the Government’s connivance which made 
good his escape. 

In accordance with Mirza Tahir’s instructions, the Qadianis quietly but 
reluctantly accepted the Ordinance. The word ‘Masjid’ was removed from the worship 
places and the words like Bait-ul-Hamad, Bait-ul-Zikr etc. were written in its place. 2 
The caH to prayer was stopped and the Ahmadya literature lying in the Khilafat 
Library, Rabwah and other open places was removed. Many Qadianis went under- 
ground. Some left Pakistan to seek asylum in countries like Sweden, West Germany, 
Holland, Denmark, Britain, Canada and the USA. The Ordinance provided them an 
excuse to settle abroad and win the support of some anti-Islamic organizations working 
in those countries under different covers. By raising the false slogan of ‘Persecution 
of Ahmadis in Pakistan’ and exploiting the non-representative character of the Zia 
regime they gained a lot in financial and political terms. 

After his arrival in London, Mirza Tahir called a meeting of foreign missions 
to discuss the situation arising out of the Presidential Order. 3 Sir Zafarullah was 
already in London, Dr Abdus Salam came from Italy and M.M. Ahmad from 
Washington to attend the meeting. Senior Qadianis working in the USA, Europe and 
African countries also participated to chalk out a strategy to deal with the post-Or- 
dinance developments in Pakistan, Mirza Tahir decided to stay in London and guide 
his community by sending the cassettes of his speeches, addresses and instructions to 
them in Pakistan. In his earlier addresses he bolstered their morale and justified his 
abrupt flight to London at the time of a crisis when his guidance was needed badly for 
the unity of the Jamat. He continued to pour his venom against the Government of 
Pakistan in his Friday addresses. 4 In an interview with the Urdu Service of BBC held 
on 25 May, 1984 he criticized the Zia regime for his anti-Ahmadya policy and 
enumerated the 'services’ of his community in the uplift of the country. To launch a 
massive campaign against President Zia and his regime he ordered his followers to 
set up special publicity centres at Amsterdam, Paris, Geneva, Copenhagen, Bonn, 
Haifa (Israel), Pretoria, Accra, Lagos and Washington to tell the world the events of 
‘the persecution of Ahmadis in Pakistan.’ These centres put out massive literature and 
gave the instances of alleged violations of human rights, ‘suppression’ of Ahmadis by 
fundamentalists and ‘discrimination’ in their social life and services. 


1. Adamson, A Man of God 
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Mirza Tahir alleged that the Ahmadya Community was being used as a 
scapegoat by the military Government to boost its popularity. He said that he was 
prepared to go to prison; believing that public opinion would vindicate him. But 
Ahmadi traditions behoved him to consult his community before taking action. He 
believed that he was allowed to leave Pakistan because the Government was not yet 
ready to set against him. 

He further alleged that what was going on in Pakistan was power struggle 
between the Mullahs and political parties. In his mind, President Zia had simply given 
in to some demands from the same group (Ahrar), a group which was nearly banned 
by the Government in 1950s. No politician since Muhammad Ali Jinnah, the founder 
of Pakistan and its first head of the State who insisted on Ahmadis participation in 
the Government had been able to keep the Ahrar in check. Ten years ago Premier 
Bhutto appeased this anti-Ahmadis group and today Zia was using their demands to 
obtain popular support, the Mirza claimed. 1 

He added that although they represented a hard core of opposition, the 
Ahraris were not the only group opposing the Ahmadis. Groups in Pakistan and in 
Saudi Arabia were also aligned with the Ahraris. He believed that rather than lead to 
a more Islamic State, a campaign against the Ahmadis might lead to a divided Pakistan. 
Many groups and areas were opposed to Zia Government in Pakistan and outside 
support, either political or financial for an unpopular regime through minority groups 
could only be divisive, he emphasized. 

US Concern For Tahir :Mirza Ahmad says : In March 1984, officials of the US 
Embassy in Islamabad went specially to Rabwah and told him that they had in 
possession of some knowledge that might effect the future of the Community. They 
wanted to know his reaction before reporting it to Washington. Mirza Tahir had since 
long maintained contacts with the British, French, Canadian, Chinese and many other 
embassies. The US officials informed him that Zia was importing men from the NWFP 
to raid his house in Islamabad(obviously to kill him in the darkness of night). Although 
General Zia, through an officer of Intellegence Bureau sent him a message not to 
worry about anything, an officials of Pakistan Intellegence Bureau and another officer 
of Police Intelligence alerted him. They requested him to leave Islamabad as soon as 
possible. Mirza Tahir also called on French Counsellor at his residence in Islamabad 
who in a diplomatic way conveyed him the message of leaving Islamabad immediately. 
So he did. 2 

The Zionist-backed foreign press was sympathetic to the Ahmadya cause 
and very critical of so-called Islamic fundamentalism. The Qadianis shrewdly mixed 
their case with other tricky issues like human rights, non representative character of 
Zia Government, political suppression, arrests under Martial Law etc. They found an 
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accommodating foreign press projecting their trash in an orderly way and over-sym- 
pathetic to their cause. 

The correspondent of the Washington Post based in Islamabad reports the 
events after the promulgation of the Ordinance: 

"Privately Pakistani officials say that the restrictions were needed to dampen 
a potentially violent backlash against the Ahmadis. The Ahmadis say the Ordinance 
was politically motivated and Zia was merely attempting to bolster his popularity 
among fundamentalist Muslims and broaden his constituency beyond the military in 
preparation for national elections that he has promised." 1 

The special correspondent of the New York Times wrote; 

“Zia bowed to mullahs in making a crime for Ahmadis to preach and profess 
their faith publicly. They actively seek converts all over world. No census has been 
taken but the Ahmadis say they have ten million adherents. Estimates say there are 3 
million to 6 million Ahmadya among Pakistan’s 84 million people. A further point of 
irritation for the Pakistan mullahs is that the Ahmadis have long had a community in 
Tel Aviv. Ahmadis point out that it existed long before Israel was created." 2 

Stuart Schaar, an Associate Professor of Middle East History at Brooklyn 
College, USA, in an article in the NY Times criticised the US policy toward Pakistan. 

In his article Our Blind Enthusiasm For Pakistan’s Tyrant he suggested the US 
Government to reconsider its blind enthusiasm for its ally and understand the 
implications of their alliance with General Zia’s regime. While discussing human rights 
violations of Zia regime he specifically cited Ahmadya persecution in Pakistan and 
feared persecution of other minorities also. He states: 

"Four million adherents of the Ahmadya, a Moslem sect founded in the 19th 
Century, are being prohibited from practicising their religion publicly. Statements by 
fundamentalist Islamic leaders close to the Government indicate that the small 
Christian Community may also be subjected to persecution." 3 

He endorsed a Senate Staff Report which recommended that Congress 
should tie ($ 3.2 b) aid proposal to Pakistan’s cessation of nuclear weapons develop- 
ment and emphasized that "Much more important now would be Congressional action 
to link aid to Pakistan’s human rights records.” 4 

News week published the photographs of Mirza Tahir and his coterie and 
wrote the following fines under the caption of Persecution of a Religious Sect: 

The 3 million Pakistani members of the Ahmadya sect are now facing a wave 
of religious persecution. Ahmadis are anathema to the fervently Islamic Government 


1. Ttw Washington Pott, 17 May. 1864 

2. Th* N*** Yort( Tlm«», 1a< Juno, 18&4 

3. Th* N** York Tim**, 14 Juno 19&4 

4. bid 



Tahir Grabs Power 


456 


of President Muhammad Zia-ul-Haq. In April, Zia pushed through new laws designed 
to limit the way Ahmadis practice their particular version of the Muslim religion. 
Dozens of Ahmadis have been arrested, several of their mosques vandalized and one 

of their leaders has been murdered So far the violence against the Ahmadya sect 

has been sporadic, without apparent Government direction. But the pressure on them 
is increasing and Pakistan’s Ahmadis are fearful of what may lie ahead.’ 1 

This shows the views of the world press and their ‘concern’ for Ahmadis. 
They never came out openly on the side of Muslims when they were subjected to 
torture and bloodshed and persecuted in many parts of the world. 

Annual Convention: The Annual Convention of Ahmadya Jamat proposed to be held 
in December, 1984 at Rabwah was not allowed by the Government. Mirza Tahir 
Ahmad announced the 20th Annual Convention of Ahmadis in the UK on 5-7 April, 
1985 at Tillford, 30 miles from London. With the support of his British well-wishers 
he bought 25 acre area at a very cheap rate, named it Islamabad and converted it as 
one of the European Centres and seat of *Caliphate.’ The Convention was attended 
by delegates of forty eight countries of the world including the delegates from South 
Africa and Israel. 

Mirza Tahir gave good tidings to his community in the traditionally elliptical 
language of visions and revelation and exhorted them to contribute generously for the 
‘tabligh’ purposes. A month earlier on 29 March, 1985, in the Majlis-i-Mushawarat 
(Advisory Body) Session of Ahmadya Community at Rabwah, Tehrik Jadid Budget 
of Rs.140 million and Waqf-i-Jadid Budget of Rs.2.16 million received his final 
approval. 

"In the Convention an Ahmadya leader Muzaffar Ahmad Zafar declared in 
a press conference that the UN Human Rights Sub-Commission had been informed 
of the treatment meted out to members of Ahmadya Jamat in Pakistan and prepara- 
tion were being made to raise the issue in various world forums. He read out a long 
statement on the conditions of Ahmadya members in Pakistan to prove that they were 
being persecuted at the instance of the Government which he said, was exploiting the 
issue for political gains. He appealed to the Western public opinion to take notice of 
the situation on grounds of both avowed western concepts of human decency and non 
political self interest. 2 

Birds of A feather: Mirza Tahir Ahmad instructed his followers to start a counter- 
offensive against the Ordinance by (i) wearing Kalima badges ii) displaying Quranic 
Verses on the fronts of their places of worship iii) distributing Ahmadya literature iv) 
calling Azan and v) desecrating holy places of Muslims. With these measures Qadianis 
intended to determine the extent of enforcement of the Ordinance in different parts 
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of the country. They very cleverly capitalized on some minor incidents of detention, 
arrests etc to win the sympathies and support of their foreign mentors. 

Qadianis found many well-wishers and sympathizers of their cause in the 
person of politicians, human right activists, members of the foreign intelligence 
agencies and Zionist mediamen in different parts of world- They promoted and 
patronized Qadianyat for it disrupted the unity of Muslims, attacked Islamic fun- 
damentalism, aligned itself with pro-imperialist forces, operated a powerful mission 
against Palestinians in Israel, condemned Jehad and all other types of resistance 
against Imperialist domination, looked to the support of anti-Islamic forces for its 
survival, carried a latent potential against the integrity of Arab states and served as a 
spring board for anti-Islamic forces 'In Africa. They were interested to see it flourish 
in all parts of the world artd serve their refarious political designs under the cover of 
a religious body. A'hmadya’s sister organization Bahaism also received substantial 
support as they were allegedly "persecuted" by Ayatullah Khomeni’s regime in Iran. 

Without delving into the intricacies of Ahmadya issue, the foreign sym- 
pathizers of Ahmadyat harped on the persecution theme. They did not bother to study 
the innumerable writings of Muza Ghulam Ahmad Oadiani and utterances of his 
successors which established the religo-political character of Ahmadya as a separate 
entity and a distinct community from Muslims. The fact is that Ahmadis undisputedly 
maintained their separation and considered all other Muslims as infidels and outside 
the pale of Islam. They revolted against Islam by believing in the heretical claims of 
Minza .Oadiani specially his claim of prophethood. They knew well where they actually 
stood. But in order to infiltrate in the rank and file of Muslims and to reap economic 
and political benefits, they hypocritically posed themselves Muslims. The Ordinance 
(1984) merely sought to ensure that those who were a religious minority by their own 
proclamation, faith and practice should act accordingly so that no confusion could be 
created about their identity. It only gave a constitutional shape to what had been the 
unqualified consensus of the Muslim Ummah of all schools of thoughts from the very 
birth of Qadianism. It, therefore, reflected the views,wishes and sentiments of millions 
of Muslims the world over. The protagonists of democracy and fundamental rights do 
not care to accept and respect the sentiments of the 'absolute majority in extending 
support to their political whizkids. Sympathisers of Qadianyat were oblivious of the 
fact that allegations of discrimination against Qadianis were totally baseless or grossly 
exaggerated. The Government as well as the Muslim society are fully committed to 
protect their rights through special constitutional measures it had taken to ensure their 
representation in national and provincial assemblies. Further more, Qadiani percent- 
age in military services as well as federal and provincial civil services was highly tilted 
in their favour as compared to their actual population. 

Mirza Tahir Ahmad’s loyalties for Pakistan and Islam came under sharp 
attack when he sent a special delegation to Israel to seek the Zionist support for his 
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cause. ‘Sheikh Sharif Ahmad Amini, outgoing head of the Ahmadya Mission Israel 
called on the President of Israel alongwith Muhammad Hamid, the new head of the 
Israel Mission. The Jerusalem Post, Israel gave a photograph of the meeting of the 
Israeli President with the Ahmadya leaders and wrote under it: Sheikh Sharif Ahmad 
Amini, the outgoing head of the Ahmadya, an Indian Muslim sect locally based in 
Haifa, introduces his successor Sheikh Mohammed Hamid Katpar to President Chaim 
Herzog yesterday (21 November, 1985) at Bait Hanassi. The new leader of the sect, 
which has 1200 followers in Israel, brought numerous documents as evidence that the 
sect is persecuted in Pakistan (Italics added). The outgoing Sheikh, who is returning to 
India praised Israel for allowing his sect to enjoy complete religious freedom.' 1 
A Potential Threat: The Government of Pakistan published a a booklet on 
Qadianism" 2 and disseminated it widely through its Embassies. The booklet explained 
that the Qadianism originated under the instigation of a colonial power. It aroused 
bitterness and caused division not only among the Muslims of the South Asian 
subcontinent but also in the Muslim countries living in other parts of world, particular 
ly in Africa. The allegiance of Qadianis to Mirza Ghulam Ahmad as a prophet, put 
them outside the pale of Islam. It traced the early history of this heretical and 
subversive movement , analysed its basic doctrines, gave the nature of its collaboration 
with erstwhile colonial powers and recapitulatedthe views of the Ummah and its 
reaction towards it so that the Muslims of the World could get fully aware of its goals 
and activities as well as the forces which played an active role to enact this drama. 3 

Mirza Tahir Ahmad strongly criticized the Goverment move and tried hard 
to justify the position of his Jamat. It was perhaps for the first time in the history of 
Ahmadyat that a head of the communiry had so sharply criticized a Government. His 
father, Mirza Mahmud would have never done like that. Mirza Rail Ahmad called 
him a 'nincompoop' in his private meetings. People demanded that he should be 
brought back to Pakistan through Interpol for his anti-state utterances. All those 
officials who directly or indirectly collaborated or connived at his flight should be 
punished. It was also demanded that his Pakistan citizenship be cancelled and his 
passport be impounded. Ail Pakistan Majlis-i-Tuhafaz-i-Khatam-i-Nabuwat put forth 
the following demands in numerous public meetings in late 1985: 

The Ordinance on Qadianism be passed by the Assembly in the 
form of a Bill, so that it becomes a real part of the Constitution 
(1973). 

Qadianis from all key posts in the Foreign, Defence and Home 
Ministries as well as from Kahuta Atomic Plant be removed 
because they had close relations with Israel. 


1. NvMft-i-Wtqt, Lahore, 12 January, 1386 
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Separate .column in identity card and passport for Qadianis be 
made indicating *hem a$ nonMuslims. 

_ Oadiani orgafiizatioris are infact, engaged in subversion under 
religious mask: *Th‘ey Should be declared illegal and their assets 
be confiscated fo^ lheif antiPakistan activities and violation of the 
Constitution.of-Pakistan. 1 

Ahmadis took advantageof the political chaos prevailing in the countiy in 
1985 and coflabbrated secretly with ant i-stati- forces to create instability in Pakistan. 
They strengthened their centres ’inSirtd which was in turmoil at that time. 

Appeal Against the Ordinance: 'fHe Amir Jamat Ahmadya Lahore Chapter, Mujib- 
ur-Rehman Dard filed an appeal in the Lahore High Court against the Ordinance on 
the instructions of Mirza Tahir Ahmad. A Division Bench of the Lahore High Court 
heard the inter-Court appeal’ Qadianis contended in their appeal that i) the anti- 
Qadiani Ordinance was ultra vires of PCO No.l of 1981 ii) is void under Article 8 of 
the Constitution as it squarely offended the fundamental rights which guaranteed that 
every citizen can profess, practice and propagate his religion iii) Pakistan was signatory 
to the Charter of Human Rights and was bound to abide by the Covenant iv) it is 
against the speech delivered by the Father of Nation in the Constituent Assembly on 
11 August, 1947. 

The Division Bench dismissed the appeal on 25 September, 1984 after 
hearing the arguments of Advocate General Punjab and appellant's advocates. 
Shariat Court Decision: On 15. July, 1984 Mujib-ur-Rehman, Amir Jamat Ahmadya 
Rawalpindi, on the instructions pf Mirza Tahir Ahmad, filed a petition in the Federal 
Shariat Court . against the Ordinance. A full bench of the Federal Shariat Court 
comprising Chief Justice Mr. Aftab Hussain, Mr Justice Fakhre Alam, Mr. Justice 
Cheudhxy Mohammed Sadiq, Mr Justice Mauiana Malik Ghulam Ali and Mr Justice 
Maulana Abdul Qaddus Qasami heard the petition. Lahori Jamat also presented their 
viewpoint in detail. The Court continued hearing for 21 days and passed a short order 
on 12 August, 1984 dismissing the two petitions as having no force. 

The Court had the assistance of Juris-Consultants viz, Prof Qazi Mujib-ur- 
Rehman, Prof Mohammad Tahir-ul-Qadri, Prof. Mohammad Ashraf of Peshawar 
University, Maulana Tajuddin Hyderi, Allama Mirza Yousaf Hussain, Maulana 
Sadaruddin Rifai and Prof. Mahmud Ahmad Ghazi. The Federal Government was 
represented by Dr Riaz Hassan GiJani and Haji Shaukat Ghias Muhammad Advo- 
cates. The Court held that the allegations in the petitions as elaborated at the bar that 
the impugned ordinance violates the freedom of faith of Qadianis of either persuasion 
or restrains them from practicing their religion or affects their right of worship is not 
correct. The said Ordinance does not interfere with the 1 right of the petitioners or 
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other Qadianis to profess and practice their religion in accordance with the provisions 
of the constitution and the injunctions of the Holy Quran and the Sunnah.They are 
at liberty to profess Qadianism or Ahmadism as their religion and to profess their 
faith in Mirza Ghulam Ahmad as a prophet or the Promised Messiah or the Promised 
Mahdi. They are also at liberty to practice their religion and worship, interalia, in their 
places of worship according to the tenets of their religion. > 

The Judgement says the impugned ordinance is consequential to the con- 
stitutional Amendment of 1974 by which the Qadianis and Lahqrjs were declared 
non Muslims in accordance with the dictates of Islamic Sharia. In implementation of 
the constitutional fiat which was disregarded with. impunity by the Qadianis, they have 
been restrained by the impugned ordinance from directly or indirectly calling or posing 
themselves as Muslims or calling their faith as Islam. To call their places of worship 
by the name of Masjid and to call people to prayers by calling Azan which are exclusive 
for Muslims. By the said name and the said call to prayers, the unwary among the 
Muslims are likely to be deceived and to be drawn to offer their prayers behind a 
non Muslim Imam in a non Muslim place of worship. Qadianis can call their place of 
worship by other name and call the adherent of their religion to prayer by use of any 
other method. The use of epithets like Ummul Mominin, Sahaba, Ahle-Bait etc by the 
Ahmadis not only outrages the feelings of the Muslims but also amounts to their posing 
indirectly as Muslims. The prohibition does not interfere with the right of Ahmadis 
to profess and practice their religion. The prohibition against propagation of the 
religion of Ahmadis is not contrary to the Quran and the Sunnah of the Holy Prophet 
(p.b.o.h). This prohibition is also consequential to the declaration of Ahmadis or 
Qadianis as non Muslims and restraint against their posing as Muslims. Their entire 
strategy in preaching is to satisfy the Muslim to whom they preach that by conversion 
to Ahmadism he shall remain a Muslim. This would be contrary to the constitution. 1 

In the detailed judgement spreading over 224 foolscap typed pages the Court 
called Mirza Ghulam Ahmad art infidel. His life history shows, says the judgement, 
that he was a cheat and unscrupulous man who step by step and with a design 
manoeuvred by his writings and sayings to establish himself as ‘Mohadis’ and ‘ Messiah . ’ 
All his predictions and prophecies were found false but in order to avoid the ridicule 
of his opponents, he on occasions interpreted his writings to say that he never claimed 
prophethood or apostleship. There was no covenant by the Quaid-i-Azam or Pakistan 
with Qadianis to treat them as Muslims or let them preach their faith in the name of 
Islam. 2 

The Qadianis (both groups) challenged the decision of the Federal Shariat 
Court in the Supreme Court(Shariat Bench) under Article 2Q3F of the Constitution. 
The petitioners-Mujib-ur-Rehman, Mirza Naseer Ahmad, Mubashir Lateef Ahmad 
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and Muzaffar Ahmad represented Qadian Jamat and Captain (retired) Abdul Wajid 
presented the point of view of Lahore Jamat. Qadiani petitioners submitted that the 
impugned ordinance encroached upon the basic rights of the belief and worship of 
the Ahmadis and was in conflict with letter and spirit of the Quran and Sunnah. They 
submitted: "this memorandum of appeal with short grounds is therefore submitted 
based on the short order. The appellants will submit detailed ground for appeal as 
and when the detailed judgement is made available." Their short grounds for the 
appeal were that the Federal Shariat Court held in its short order that: "The impugned 
ordinance was consequential to the constitutional amendment of 1974 by which the 
Qadianis, whether belonging to the Lahore Group or the other group were declared 
non-Muslims" and that the Ordinance was the implementation of the constitutional 
fiat, the Federal Shariat Court failed to appreciate whether or not the Ordinance was 
consequential to the constitutional amendment was totally irrelevant for the purposes 
of the petition (Article 203 D of the Constitution). All that the Federal Court was 
required to determine was whether the Ordinance was or was not repugnant to the 
injunctions of the Holy Quran and Sunnah. The dictates of the Constitution were not 
relevant. 1 

The Supreme Court of Pakistan heard both the Shariat Appeals on 10th and 
11th of January, 1988. These were dismissed as withdrawn. 

Human Rights Charade: The Human Rights agencies like Amnesty International, 
International Commission of Jurists, Human Rights Advocates Inc., UN Commission 
on Human Rights, etc. had always adopted double standards in their policies towards 
Human Rights conditions with regard to countries like Poland, Chile, Philippines, 
Lebanon and Afghanistan. They adopt a partisan attitude towards Islam and Muslims. 
The Islamic movements are discussed in the context of threat or terrorism while in 
the mention of Jews and Israel the issue of moral commitment, humanitarian concern, 
and Judeo-Christian heritage of the West are invariably raised. 

In the reports prepared by Human Rights agencies which appeared during 
1986-88, we find quite a few pages devoted to Ahmadya issue and an open sympathy 
is expressed with them. In April, 1986 MS Karen Parker, a representative of the 
Commission on Human Rights of the United Nations visited Pakistan to conduct a 
study on Human Rights situation in Pakistan. She held discussions with Political 
Prisoners Release and Relief Committee, the Council for Civil liberties, and other 
Human Rights organizations. During her press talks, she released a resolution passed 
by the UN Commission on Human Rights about Qadiani community in Pakistan. The 
UN Commission, in its resolution expressed grave concern- at the promulgation of 
Ordinance XX of 26 April, 1984 prohibiting persons claiming themselves as Ahmadis 
to refrain from behaving as Muslims and had also prescribed punishment for the 
violators. The resolution called upon Pakistan Government to repeal the said Or- 
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dinance and to restore human rights and the fundamental freedoms of all persons 
within its jurisdiction. 1 

Ms Karen called on President Zia alongwith the US Ambassador in Pakistan 
to discuss Human Rights issues including Ahmadya affairs. She says in her report: 

‘The Government of Pakistan defends Ordinance XX by maintaining the 
limitations on the religious beliefs and practices of Ahmadis are acceptable under the 
‘public order and morality 1 ' exceptions. President Muhammad Zia-ul-Haq made the 
same claim to the author. However the gravamen of their assertion is that Ahmadis 
consider themselves Muslims. The Memorandum (Pakistan Memorandum on Ah- 
madiyya Question circulated at 42nd Session of UN Commission on Human Rights) 
states: ‘It was found necessary to specify and identify, in Ordinance XX, these practices 
of Ahmadis which portray them as Muslims and, when publicly manifested, cause grave 
affront to the religious sentiments of Muslims (to say nothing of the confusion they 
create in their minds’) "President Zia told the author, Ahmadis offend me because they 

consider themselves Muslims Ordinance XX may violate human rights but I do not 

care. " 2 (Italics added) In her report she had devoted 15 pages to the Ahmadya issue 
under the title, Persecution of Ahmadis in Pakistani 

In October 1986, after the arrest of Benazir Bhutto, the Socialist Interna- 
tional led by Willy Brandt, formerly a Chancellor of West Germany sent a fact-finding 
Mission to Pakistan for preparation and submission of a report to the Human Right 
Bureau of the Socialist International in the meeting scheduled to be held in October 
in Bonn. Van Miert, Vice President of the SI visited Pakistan and expressed concern 
on the ‘plight of Ahmadis’ in Pakistan. 3 

In December 1986, the International Commission of Jurists (ICJ) sent a 
mission to Pakistan to study the process of return to a democratic form of Government 
after eight years (1977-1985) of Martial law rule. The mission, interalia, discussed the 
situation of minorities and minority religious communities. It comprised Judge Gustof 
Petren, former Supreme Court Judge; Mrs Helen Cull, Member of the Bar of New 
Zealand, Mr Jeremy McBride, lecturer in Law at the University of Birmingham, UK 
and Mr. D J. Ravindran, Legal officer for Asia of the ICJ. The Mission held meetings 
with senior Government officials, Chief Justices and other members of the Supreme 
Court and of the High Courts of the Provinces. It also met the Human Rights activists 
of Pakistan. The report of the Commission was published in April 1987 from Geneva. 

The Report specifically highlighted the Ahmadya issue vis-a-vis Ordinance 
1984 and post-Martial Law Constitutional developments. It regarded the Ordinance 
a violation not only of religious freedom but of liberty and freedom from arbitraiy 
arrest and detention. 


1. Mu«Am M*mab*d 1*t M*y, 1986 

2. ft»j gortoO <«f»n * L»>, Sp»d^ Bopr— math* Human fltgftfr , Inc, on Human Right* 

3. Uuchm Oc tobw. 
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US SUPPORT: Qadiani issue received good publicity in the Zionist-backed US press 
and corridors of power specially when the issue of American assistance to Pakistan 
came under discussion in the Congress. Mirza Tahir deputed some members of the 
American J n mat- Abdul Rashid Yahya, missionary USA (South East Region), Dr 
Masoud Ai.med Malik, National Tabligh Secretary-to call on Congressmen and 
Senators on the Senate and House Committees viz. Clairbom Pell, Edward Kennedy, 
Pat Monyhinan and Stephen Solarz to seek their support in exerting pressure on 
President Zia. The US Congressman Tony P. Hall of Ohio introduced a Resolution 
in the House of Representatives on 17 July, 1986 concerning the so-called ‘persecution’ 
of Ahmadis in Pakistan. He attacked the Ordinance (1984) and called upon the 
Government of Pakistan to repeal it: Several of my colleagues in both the House and 
Senate have brought their concerns about the plight of Ahmadya community to the 
Government of Pakistan. The Government of Pakistan refuses to acknowledge any 
discrimination or repression against Ahmadis , the Congressman explained. He further 
asserted that on the basis of information provided by Ahmadya Mission, London to 
the US organizations viz., Lawyers Committee on Human Rights and Human Rights 
Advocates, it is determined that Ahmadis were subjected to systematic and extensive 
discrimination on the basis -of religious belief. He proposed that $ 4.02 b US aid to 
Pakistan for the period 1988-1993 should be stopped and or conditioned with the 
Ahmadya issue. M.M. Ahmad, a former notorious bureaucrat of Pakistan and 
grandson of Miiza Ghulam Ahmad, the impostor, after retirement from the World 
Bank turned an Ahmadya missionary and actively lobbied with the Congressmen. 

As a result of Qadiani maneouvrings Pakistan aid programme faced a rough 
passage. Besides Ahmadya pother the Congressional approval of the aid package was 
beset with problems arising out of the Democrats regaining control of Congressional 
Committees, Iran-Contra Scandal, Pakistan’s ‘pronouncement’ about its nuclear 
programme as well as spending cuts mandated by Gramm-Rudman Budget balancing 
legislation (1986). Further the House sub- Committee was headed by Congressman 
Stephen Solarz, who was an avowed pro-Indian. 

The US Government imposed a 105-day moratorium on aid to Pakistan. 1 

As a result of active lobbying of Qadianis and their well-wishers’ push, the 
US Administration sent an invitation to Mirza Tahir Ahmad, to address a meeting of 
Joint Select Committee in September, 1987 as a representative of Islam to explain his 
point of view on the persecution of Ahmadis in Pakistan. 

The Mustim organizations of America strongly criticized the American 
move. The Federation of Islamic Organizations of American, wrote a letter to the US 
President Reagan to intercede in the matter and st<?p Mirza Tahir from addressing 
the Joint House Committee. The Federation explained that Mirza Tahir was the 
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great-grandson ofMirza Ghulam Ahmad Qadiani who had hurled blasphemies against 
the Holy Messengers Hazrat Muhammad (PBOH) and Jesus, the son of Mary. The 
Federation emphasized the fact that appearance ofMirza Tahir had been manipulated 
by those who intended grievous harm to US Government and conspired to isolate it 
from 45 Islamic Countries in the world. 

The Federation drew the attention of President Reagan to the fact that the 
Afghan resistance was very sensitive to the Qadiani issue. There was a definite 
background for this anti-Qadiani attitude. While ruling India, the British possessed 
farsight and struck at the very core of the freedom movement by urging the false 
prophet Ghulam Ahmed to declare that jihad washarram (unlawful) according to his 
divine revelation. This act alone, the Federation stated, brought so much civil unrest 
that Afghan Muslims, of whom the present resistance movement is comprised, 
remained extremely sensitive about Ahmadis. 

The fact of Mirza Tahir appearance as a representative of Islamic world 
seems very offensive to Mujahideen whom the US had been supporting in their Jehad 
against the Soviet Union. The Muslims represented in the Federation strongly felt 
that the appearance of Mirza Tahir was bound to strengthen the hands of Jewish lobby 
in the United States. 1 

Keeping in view the cordial relations existing between America and Pakistan, 
the State Department was reluctant to give undue importance to the ‘plight’ of 
Ahmadis in Pakistan in its aid package. The broad imperatives of American foreign 
policy and its interests in the Asian Region vis-a-vis Afghan problem overruled the 
issue and proved a rebuff for Mirza Tahir who waited in his wings to address the 
American Congress. To save his face and appease his gullible community he gave a 
suitable turn and twist to the whole affairs which was by all means an anti-Pakistan 
move. He was conscious of the fact that his utterances in the Congress would invite 
great repercussions against the Ahmadya Community in Pakistan. 

He put up a mask of pseudo-nationalist and shrewdly proclaimed that the 
Congress was using different aspects of Human Rights to achieve its political objec- 
tives. In a special interview with the correspondent of the daily Jang in Washington, he 
said: 

"The American Congress had previously raised the issue of dictatorship, but 
when some sort of election was held in Pakistan, a matter which solved the 
issue, the American Congress raised the problem of Human Rights. At one 
stage, the members of the Congress and the Senate proposed that no aid 
should be given to Pakistan, unless the American President certifies every 
year that no injustices were committed against the Ahmadis. But I had 
protested against that proposal and sent message in which I said that on the 
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one hand they were destroying the countiy and on the other hand th^ tried 
to use Ahmadis against their own countiy. I have strongly condemned this 
suggestion and advised the Ahmadis against it, because I visualized a 
substantia] toss out of such a proposal. 

I have received an invitation to address the joint session of American 
Congress and the Senate, but I rejected that proposal, because I am not a 
politician. The political representatives of Pakistan should address the 
Congress or the Senate. 1 apprehended that they would ask me questions 
which may defame Pakistan and, if Pakistan is defamed, there is no point of 
my participation in such a session. In fact the American Congress wants me 
to disgrace Pakistan, but I thought that such a thingwas improper, therefore, 
I rejected the proposal. 

The objectives behind the campaign pursued by the Government of Pakistan 
are political and not religious and the injustices committed by the present 
Government against the Ahmadis would decrease when it would be more 
stable and more confident of its survival. 

Pakistan has become a scene of war for the Superpowers. If Pakistan stops 
playing the American game, it shall not face any danger from the Soviets." 1 
The Indian-owned Press in the US gave wider publicity to theAhmadya issue 
to block the passage of US aid to Pakistan Bill. They astutely promoted the Ahmadya 
cause merely out of hatred for Pakistan. Their papers: the Overseas Tribune, 
Washington; Indian Observer, New York and India Abroad, Chicago 2 were on the 
forefront to project Ahmadya view point to the US public. 

The US Senate cleared $ 4.02 b aid package to Pakistan with a six year waiver 
to a law that forbade American assistance to countries that imported unsafeguarded 
modem technology and equipment. 

MALICIOUS CAMPAIGN: In accordance with the instructions of Mirza Tahir, 
Qadiani militants, in open and clear definance of the Ordinance and in utter disregard 
of susceptibilities of the Muslims of Pakistan wore Kalima badges, inscribed Kalima 
on their places of worship, threw bombs on the Muslim’s mosques and desecrated 
their holy places. They made assaults on armless persons who dared to criticize their 
unruly behaviour. A large sum of money was spent to create sectarian and communal 
differences in Pakistan. They sought protection for themselves under the cover of 
sectarian conflicts. A good deal of sectarian and provocative literature was published 
in Rabwah and at other Qadiani printing presses without any print line for dissemi- 
nation in Pakistan. Ethnic, religious and communal tension y/hich erupted in mid 80s 
in the Punjab and Sind was mostly the result of the policy adopted by the unrepresen- 
tative Government of President Zia but had also roots in Qadiani manoeuvrings. 

1. Jong, Rawalpindi, October B, 1987. 

2. Th« Monthly AJ Haque, Akora Khaflmk, July lOBfl R*por1 of Mr Muhammad AbduUah from Washington 
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Rather the tension was exacerbated by Qadiani agents in Pakistan by their invidious 
actions. 

From mid-1984 to September 1988, as many as 2692 Qadianis miscreants 
were arrested on various charges of violation of the Ordinance. The precise details 
are as under:- 

125 Qadianis called themseh/es Muslims. 588 displayed Kalitoa badges, 178 
distributed anti-lslamic literature, 321 wrote Kalima on their places of 
worship, 204 said Azan, 62 desecrated holy places and 214 violated the 
Ordinance in one way or other. Besides 421 Qadianis were arrested on 
charges of spreading false rumours, distributing anti-state literature smug- 
gled from abroad and were imprisoned. 1 Such Qadiani provocations and 
violations resulted in the death of 19 Ahmadis-1 1 in Sind, 7 in Punjab and 2 
in NWFP. in Sukkur and Tharparkar Divisions (Sind) and Sahiwal (Punjab) ' 
the Qadiani belligerents opened fire and killed two Muslims. A Qadiani 
professor Nasir Ahmed Qureshi and his brother Rafi Ahmed Qureshi were 
sentenced to death by' the Military Courts in Sukkur and two other Qadianis 
Ilyas Munir and Naimud Din were sentenced to death in Sahiwal case for 
killing Muslims. 

Qadiani places of worship or more accurately the centers of anti-state 
activities were targeted by the Muslims. As a result of growing Qadiani militancy, ten 
places of worship were sealed by the police, six were demolished by the Muslim 
activists, twelve were set on fire or damaged and seventy seven were ramshackeled 
during the years 1985-88. The Government also proscribed 185 Ahmadya books and 
journals which indulged in anti-lslamic activities. Knowing well that Muslims did not j 
allow Qadianis to bury their deads in their graveyards, they purposely provocked 
Muslims by bunying their deads in Muslim cemeteries and created unpleasant scenes. 
Muslim denied burial to 16 Qadianis deads and 18 dead bodies were exhumed. 2 | 

. . • . .■■■-’ ■ 1 ,? 

Qadiani militancy continued unabetted in Pakistan. Their main Jamats, | 

under the instructions of Mirza Tahir, remained involved in anti-state activities. These | 

faceless enemies of country worked at the behest of their foreign mentors against the jj 
integrity and sovereignty of the country. j 

By mid 1988, Mirza Tahir performed another stunt to divert, the attention -! 
of the people from the main issues which were being raised by the, ulema in Pakistan- | 
It was also meant to appease Qadiani youth and project his image of divinity. It was 1 
a Mubahila (mutual prayer duel) challenge. I 

Mubahila Ploy: On Friday, 10 June, 1988 MirzaTahir Ahmed invited the ‘opponent* < 
and enemies of the Jamat’ to the Mubahila Challenge. He, in his Friday address J 

declared: i 
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For the last several years the opponents of Ahmadyat in Pakistan have gone 
beyond all the limits in defiling the person of the Promised Messiah and committing 
atrocities against the Jamat. Continuous efforts have been made by us in all possible 
ways to make the nation understand, but our advice has fallen on deaf ears. We are 
compelled, therefore, to give the false accusers and their leaders a challenge of 
Mubahila to make distinction between the right and wrong. The challenge for 
Mubahila is given to the Pakistan leadership at all levels, in the government, in the 
judiciary, among the ulema, the politicians, and other influential people and leaders 
of various groups. The challenge is on behalf of the entire world wide Ahmadya 
Community. 

He, interalia, denied Ahmadya collaboration with the erst while colonial 
Britain and a secret collusion with Zionist Israel. He declared that Qadianis 
were not anti-Pakistan and pro-Indian elements involved in spying against 
Pakistan and undertook sabotage and subversive activities at the behest of 
foreign powers. 1 

He boasted that after acceptance of this challenge his opponents would be 
afflicted with divine chastisement in an year’s time ending in June, 1989. 

A Mubahila challenge was an old technique which Mirza Qadiani adopted 
to humble and curse his opponents but had himself fallen victim to it. This 
word haunted Mirza Mahmud, Mirza Tahir’s father during his lifetime. Ii 
was a desperate attempt on the part of Mirza Tahir Ahmed to buttress his 
sagging authority and boost the morale of young Ahmadis who questioned 
the religious beliefs of Ahmadya Jamat and abhorred the clandestine 
political activities and covert operations of Qadiani elders in Pakistan and 
abroad. Qadiani zealots distributed thousands of copies of the challenge all 
over the country to provoke Muslims and create trouble in Pakistan. Hafiz 
Bashir Ahmad Misri, the son of Sheikh Abdul Rehman Misri, who one time 
had levelled numerous allegations against Mirza Mahmud in 1935, wrote a 
letter to Mirza Tahir inviting him to a Mubahila on ‘instances of indulgences 
in sex orgy 3 by his father. He dared not face him. 

The nature of Ahmadya beliefs and the past history of the movement 
spreading over a century furnished sufficient proof to safely condemn Qadianis for 
their errors of commissions and omissions. The simple way was to ignore this 
propaganda ploy as it was meant for specific ends in view. Still the ulema of all schools 
of thought accepted the challenge with an open heart. They asked Mirza Tahir to come 
to an open place with his family members and followers and in accordance with the 
teaching of the Holy Quran and Sunnah invoke the curse of Allah on the liar. 
Renowned scholars of Islam like Maulana Tahirul Qadrij Maulana Muhammad 


Mirza Tahir Ahmad Mubahila Ka Khula Khula Challenge, Zia-til- Islam Press Rabwah. 1969 
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Yousaf Ludhanvi, Maulana Khan Muhammad and the ulema associated with the 
World Wide Khatam-i- Nabuwat Movement persuaded Mirza Tahir to fix a venue of 
his choice for Mubahila but he had not the temerity to accept it. He employed one 
excuse after another and insisted on a written Mubahila which was just to put signature 
on the Mubahila tract issued from Rabwah. A delegation comprising the ulema of 
Tahafuz- i-Khatam-Nabuwat went to MirzaTahir’s Qasar-i-Khilafat at Tilford, Surrey, 
England to see him but he whisked away to an unknown place and avoided an eyeball 
to eyeball encounter with them. All that proved his malicious intentions employed 
behind the facade of Mubahila and the diabolical role Qadianis ever played on such 
occasions. 

On 17 August, 1988, Gen Muhammad Zia-Ul-Haq, President of Pakistan 
along with the American Ambassador, a US General and several senior Pakistan 
military officers died in an air crash. Mirza Tahir Ahmed found an opportunity to call 
it ‘the latest living sign of the truth of Ahmadyat’, a miraculous sign for which we 
should be grateful to Allah. 1 Gen Zia’s death was called the direct result of Mubahila 
challenge although he always laughed at Qadiani gimmicks and had given least 
importance to such religo-political tricks. 

After Gen Zia’s death elections were held in Pakistan in November 1988. 
Qadianis assiduously watched their political interests and remained indirectly involved 
in political manoeuvrings. A large amount of money was spent to win the favour of 
certain pro-Ahmadya national and provincial assembly candidates. Since Qadianis had 
been responsible to disenfranchise themselves by not registering themselves as 
non-Muslims voters they took indirect measures to safeguard and promote their 
interest. 

Many Qadianis contested national and provincial Assembly seats in the 
elections of 1988 and in subsequent elections although Rabwah did not approve their 
candidature. 

CENTENARY FANFARE : It was on 23rd March, 1889 that Mirza Ghulam Ahmad 

had formally launched the Ahmadya movement by accepting bayat at Ludhiana, 
Punjab. Qadianis were making preparations for quite some time to celebrate the year 
1989 as the centenary year of the Community. A detailed programme of Centenary 
Celebrations was chalked out by the Ahmadis of Rabwah to celebrate the occasion in 
a befitting manner. The Punjab Government, however, imposed a ban on these 
celebrations at Rabwah in March. The resentment against Ahmadis was mounting 
after their ruthless mobahila campaign and it was rightly apprehended that these 
celebrations would have provoked the Muslims to react vehemently against them. 
Despite the government restrictions Ahmadis living in Rabwah and other parts of the 
country celebrated the occasion properly. 


t. Th» Ahmadya Qazrtte USA, August, 1 998 
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Embarassed by the Punjab Government ban on the celebrations, Rabwah elders 
subsequently moved a constitutional petition in the Lahore High Court praying the 
Court to declare illegal the orders of the Provincial Home Secretary dated 20 March, 
1989 banning these celebrations in the province of Punjab as well as orders of the 
District Magistrate Jhang and Residential Magistrate Rabwah to remove ceremonial 
gates, banners, illuminations, besides ensuring that no further writings would be 
inscribed on the walls. 

The Court justified the ban on the centenary celebrations imposed by the 
Punjab Government. Mr. Justice Khali]-ur-Rehman, in his judgement observed that 
Qadianis continue to profess and practice their faith and enjoy all the freedom like 
Hindus, Sikhs, Parsis and other religious minorities but a difficult situation is created 
by presenting themselves Muslims and using Shaar-i-Islam or Kalima Tayyaba, one 
of the fundamentals of Islam. The Court held that no untoward situation or incident 
would arise in case the constitutional mandate was adhered to by Qadianis and they 
treat themselves as a Community different and distinct from Muslims which is their 

own case. 

The Court observed that the role of substituting themselves for Muslims and 
of excluding general body of Muslim from the fold of Islam was not to be accepted by 
the Muslim Ummah. Their loyalty to the country, constitution and their separate entity 
rould ensure their safety and well being. Why should be allowed to hijack Islam? 

They are welcome to have any faith but why should they insist on impurifying 
the faith of Muslims. Any act of Muslims taken for safeguarding the purity of their 
faith should not disturb the Qadianis or should give them no cause of grievance. 1 

On the instructions of Miiza Tahir Ahmad,Qadianis appealed against this 
order in the Supreme Court of Pakistan. They also challanged the Prohibition of 
Qadianyat Ordinance on the ground that it was violative of Article 20 of the 
Constitution which ensures freedom to every citizen to profess, propagate and practise 
his/her religion. In July 1993, the Full Bench comprising five Judges of the Supreme 
Court of Pakistan headed by Mr. Justice Shafi-ur-Rehman by majority dismissed the 
Ahmadya appeal challanging various sections of the Ordinance XX. The full Bench 
comprised Mr. Justice Shafi-ur-Rehman, Mr. Justice Abdul Qadeer Chaodhry, Mr. 
Justice Mohammad Afzal Lone, Mr. Justice Saleem Akhtar and Mr. Justice Wali 
Muhammad Khan. 

Many of the Ahmadya appeals pertained to conviction under section 298-B 
of PPC for using a badge of Kalma Tayyaba and saying Azan. Mr. Justice Abdul 
Qadeer Chaudhry whose judgement was accepted by majority of the judges stated that 
it is not only in Pakistan but throughout the world that lawg protect the use of words, 
names and epithets which have special connotations and meanings. Dealing with the 
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contention of Ahmadis that many of them were convicted on the charge of placing 
badges inscribed with Kalma, Mr. Justice Chaudhry cited section 20 of Indian 
Company Law which prohibits anyother registration on the same name. The learned 
Judge stated that the Indian Constitution has similar fundamental rights as ours but 
there is not a single decision of any Indian Courts declaring the registration violative 
of fundamental rights. Using trade mark or description of others in order to make 
believe others that they belong to the user amounts to an offence and perpetrator can 
be imprisoned and fined. 

Mr. Justice Abdul Qadeer stated that in this case the appellants who are 
non-muslim want to pose their faith as Islam. "It must be appreciated that in this pan 
of the world, faith is still the most precious thing to a believer and he will not tolerate 
a govemement which is not prepared to save him from such deceptions and forgeries". 

The learned Judge stated that insistance on the part of Qadiani Community 
to use the prohibited epithets and "Shaa’ire-e-Islam" leave no doubt in the mind even 
of a common man that the appellants (Qadiani) want to do so intentionally and it 
mounts to defiling those pious personages and deceiving others. 

The learned Judge quoted an American Jurist saying the cloak of religion 
or religious belief does not protect anybody in committing fraud upon the public. 

"If the Ahmadi Community has no design to deceive why do not they coin 
their own epithets? Why do not they realise that relying on the exclusive sign, marks, 
practices of other religions will betray the hollowness of their own religion, and added 
that there is no law in Pakistan which forbids Ahmadis to coin their own epithets and 
use them exclusively . tf 

Coming to the point that the impugned Ordinance is violative of religious 
freedom Mr. Justice Abdul Qadeer Chaudhry observed that freedom to profess 
religion is subject to law, public order and morality. The learned Judge stated that 
Courts of other countries have held freedom to act. Freedom to act is subject to law 
and can not be absolute. The learned Judge quoted John Stuart Mill from his essay 
on ‘Liberty’ and observed that liberty did not mean licence to individual to do just 
what they pleased such liberty would mean the absence of law and order and ultimately 
the destruction of liberty. 

Mr. Justice Abdul Qadeer observed that appellants (Ahmedis) have not 
explained that epithets in question are essential part of their religion. It is well 
established principle throughout the world that state will not permit anyone to violate 
or take away the fundamental rights of other in the enjoyment of his rights. 

H No one can be allowed to insult, damage or defile the religion of any other 
class or outrage their religious feelings so as to give rise to law and order situation" 
The learned Judge quoted profusely from the writings of Miraa Ghulam Ahmed and 
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his so-called caliphs to show that they (Ahmedis) are religiously and socially a 
Community separate and different from the Muslims. 

Ahmedis have no right to use the epithets etc and the ‘Shaa'r-e-Islam’ which 
are exclusive to Muslims and they have been rightly denied their use by law. 

The learned Judge observed that it is cardinal faith of every Muslim to 
believe in every prophet and praise him and therefor?, if anything is said against the 
prophet (PBUH) it will injure the feelings -of the Muslims. "Giving permission of 
assembly or procession to Ahmedis on the street of public places is like permitting 
civil war", the learned Judge observed . 1 
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THE FUTURE 

One hundred years ago, Mirza Ghulam Ahmed Qadiani launched the 
Ahmadya movement in a remote village of East Punjab. Aided and funded by the 
British Imperialism, this sapling grew into a tree shooting out its branches in may parts 
of the world. The movement assiduously served the colonial interests and received the 
alien support in India and abroad. The Mirza shrewdly realized the political needs of 
Imperialism and used the name of Islam to fulfill them for his personal ends. Under 
the British protection and taking maximum advantage of their policy of non-interven- 
tion in religious affairs, he claimed to be a Mujaddid, Promised Messiah, Nabi and 
Rasul, abrogated Jehad, desecrated the Quranic verses, condemned the world of 
Islam, rebuked the ulema and unabashedly used the name of God to promote political 
interests of Imperialism and their Zionist collaborators. He took pride in his sycophan- 
cy and volunteered to undertake spying for the welfare of the Raj. His vague 
utterances, ridiculous prophecies, repetition of certain pet subjects like death of Jesus, 
successes in the field oflitigation, receiving large sum of money from his followers etc. 
constitute the main theme of his prophethood. The past character of the movement 
has established beyond doubt that it owed its existence to the British patronage. It 
flourished in former British colonies and Israel with the colonial aid and depends on 
the political and financial support of anti-lslamic forces specially Zionism for its 
survival and growth. Its faceless sympathizers do not want to see its existence in 
jeopardy because it carries a potential to meet the threat of fundamentalism, professes 
pacifist ideas and aligns itself with the West. From the religious point of view it strikes 
at the cardinal beliefs of Islam, breaks up the unity of Muslim ummah by adding new 
sheep to the flock of a pseudo-Messiah from among the Muslims. It has been providing 
i large number of spies and moles in the garb of Ahmadya missionaries to foreign 
powers to carry out subversive activities in Asia, Africa and the Middle East. Though 
ihe Western economic and political dominance over weaker nation have assumed 
numerous forms and their techniques of infiltration in these countries have undergone 
drastic changes yet Ahmadyat is a potent force to be reconked with. 

Except some ridiculous theological discussions, the Qadiani literature had 
added nothing in the realm of theology. It has absolutely no ‘liberation theology". The 
Mirza and his second successor could never think of a free India without the British 
control. He anticipated permanent subjugation of India and advised his community 
to cooperate with the British to reap economic and social benefits. Lower middle class 
of India like petty clerk of courts, tehsildars, small businessmen, pseudo-mullah etc. 
joined Qadiani community to get the favour of their British masters and prove 
themselves loyal servants of the Raj. Their kith and kin received preferences in civil 
& military services and received Government contracts and other economic favours 
ind got higher social status in the society. Some religious-minded persons were tricked 
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by the Qadiani chicanery, others joined Ahmadyat mainly for personal reasons. A few 
among them had a taste of it and then left it for ever. 

The Mirza was over-optimistic about his religious venture. He was confident 
that the British Government would not let this political agency be liquidated as it 
carried a good potential to serve their colonial ends. He anticipated a significant role 
the movement could play against religo-political developments of Islam in India and 
Arab lands. Inspired by the love and support of the British masters, he, in 1903 
announced: 

‘O mankind ! hearken, this is the prophecy of God who made the Heavens 
and the Earth. He will spread this Movement in all the countries and will give it 
supremacy over all through reasons and argument. Remember, no one will descend 

from heaven All the wise people will discard this belief and the third century from 

today will not have completed when all those who had been waiting for Jesus, both 
Muslims and Christians will despair of his coming and entertain misgivings and there 
will be only one faith in the world and one preceptor. / came only to sow the seed. That 
seed has been sown by my hand. It will now grow and blossom forth and none dare 
retard its growth". (Tazkira-tush-shahaditain). 

Qadianis claim that there are 3.5 million members of their Jamat living in 
Pakistan and about 6.5 million in rest of the world. In the absence of authoritative 
statistics their claim can not be verified. They are, however, flourishing in the countries 
like the US, West Europe and some parts of Asia and the Pacific. The main 
concentration is in Africa while their power-base exists in Israel. The British Govern- 
ment has provided all facilities to Mirza Tahir Ahmed after his flight from Pakistan 
in April, 1984 to spread the message of Qadianyat in distant lands. He has established 
a centre in Sheephatch school, Tilford Surrey and named it Islamabad. Many British 
MP call on him and raise their voice in support of Ahmadya cause in the corridors of 
power. 

Mirza Tahir Ahmad claims that annual subscriptions received from the 
Jamat in Pakistan were Rs. 19.7 million in 1981-82 which had increased to Rs34.5 
million in 1986. The amount received from other countries of the world had increased 
from Rs.71.2 million to Rs.183.6 million during these years. The collections from 
various other contributions had increased from Rs.90 million to Rs219 million in the 
same period from outside Pakistan besides voluntary subscriptions of Rs. 1083 
million. 1 There has been a tremendous increase in all types of contributions from 1986 
to 1993. Exact figures are not available because Mirza, Tahir Ahmad had advised his 
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Jamat to stop publishing these figures because Intelligence agencies in Pakistan get 
alarmed over it and people start questioning about the sources of funding. 

Qadianis claim that Ahmadyat has entered into 130 countries of the world 
and 342 new Jamats have been established in these countries. Over 40 Ahmadya centre 
are functioning in Europe, 22 in the US and 157 in Africa. Special programme for 
propagation of Ahmadyat has been prepared for the Arab world and the newly- 
liberated Central Asian states. 

The future of Ahmadya movement is invariably linked with the patronage 
of alien forces of the West and the covert support extended by the anti-Islamic lobby. 
It lacks stamina to withstand rational argumentation and objective criticism. There is 
also a small Ahmadya Community called-the Lahore Jamat which is heading towards 
extinction. It has never been welcomed by the Muslims despite its soft attitude and 
comparatively less harmful and provocative beliefs. It has been the victim of its own 
deception. Rabwah-based-Ahmadya Community is comparatively well-organized and 
is headed by an astutute power-broker who is under the delusion of enjoying the status 
of a quasi-prophet hood. He has established himself well in London and is reluctant 
to come to Pakistan especially after the death of his wife. Some members of moribund 
Lahore Jamat allege that he is cherishing the memories of his good old days when he 
was a young and energetic student at the University of London and frequented Soho 
for pleasure sake. 

Thanks to dish antenna, his gullible followers can see his antics on mini- 
screen every week. From time to time he raises the bogy of progress of the Jamat to 
fill his coffers. Some people belonging to down-trodden classes of Africa had certainly 
joined the movemeht in the last few years for varied reasons knowing little about the 
mumbo-jumbo of Mirza Ghulam Ahmad Qadiani, however the movement itself is 
devoid of any charm or appeal to attract the attention of sensible people. 
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He it is Who has sent His Messenger with the guidance and the true faith 
that He may make it prevail over all other faiths. 

( A!-Quran t 9:M » 48 : 29 ; 61 : 10) 


INVITATION 

TO 

AHMADIYYAT 


Being a statement of beliefs, a rationale of claims 
and an invitation, on behalf of the Ahmadiyya Move- 
ment for the propagation and rejuvenation of Islam 


By 

Hazrat 

Haji Mirza Bashiruddin Mahmud Ahmad 
Khalifal-ul’Masih II; 


Published by : 

Ahmn ./ya Muslim Foreign Missions Office 
RABWAH (Pakistan) 


Mirza Mahmud Ahmad's book-Mviafion to Ahmadyyai-Mnza 
Ghulam Ahmad prophecised the establishment of Israel. 



Another sfgn of the war was difficulties travellers and way-fa re rs were 
going to have. Many of them were to lose their way. This Is what 
happened. On the land, because of fighting armies and their movements, 
normal routes became blocked. On the sea, owing to submarine warfare, 
boats carrying pas v sengers were constantly in danger. When the war started, 
several hundred thousand persons became stranded in enemy countries. 
Many of them had to reach their home countries through circuitous routes. 
Troops of different countries also had to travel through longer routes, 
shorter routes having gone into enemy possession. British soldiers serving 
in France often lost their way. Many unhappy incidents occurred, to 
avoid which, British soldiers were ordered to wear names of their 
regiments and their stations round their necks. 

Another sign was that ‘‘things” which the world was trying to build 
would be wiped away. This is what happened, both in the physical and in 
the metaphorical sense. Many well-known buildings in Europe were 
destroyed. Destruction was also wrought in the foundations of European 
life The old security, the old confidence in continued peace hnd progress 
were gone. European nations are trying 'to rebuild these foundations, 
but efforts seem to fail. It seems inevitable that European— and 
Western— Jife will have to seek new foundations to rebuild. The old 
foundations have been destroyed and destroyed for good. The new 
foundations will have to be more rational and nearer to the teaching of 
Islam. Something like it seems ordained by God and nothing can stop it. 

A very important feature of the war was relief to the people of Israel. 
This feature of the prophecy received a clear fulfilment. The war was not 
yet over when, as a consequence of the war itself, Mr. (later Lord) Balfour 
declared that the people of Israel who had been without a “home-land” 
would be settled in their ancient “home-land,” Palestine. The allied nations 
promised to compensate the peopje of Israel for injustices done to them 
in the past. In accordance with these declarations, Palestine was taken from 
Turkey and declared the national home of the Jews. The administration 
of Palestine is being shaped so as to make it easy for Jews to make 
it their home-land. Jews from different countries are being encouraged 
to settle in Palestine. A very old demand of the Jews that conditions 
promoting their national cohesion should be. created for them has been 
met. 
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The strange* t thing about this part of the prophecy is that references to 
it exist alto in the iioiy Quran. Thus in Chapter 'B&ni Israel/ we read : 

"And after him We said to the chiidrec of Israel, ‘Dwell ye io the 
land,' and when (he rime of the promise of tie latter days comes, We 
shall bring you together out of various people.” 1 
Commentators of the Holy Quran take the land to be Egypt and the 
promise of the latter days to be the Day of Judgment. But such interpreta- 
tions are wrong because Israel were never ordered to live in Egypt. They 
were ordered to live in the Holy Land, namely, Palestine, and there they 
lived. Similarly, promise of the latter days cannot mean the Day of Judge- 
ment because the Day of Judgment has little connection with Israel having 
to live in the Holy Land. All that this promise of the latter days means, 
therefore, is that a time was to come for the Jews to leave the Holy Land, 
but to be gathered into it again, at the time of the ‘promise of the latter 
days.’ The promise of the latter days relates to the time of the Promised 
Messiah. The re-gathering of Israel, therefore, was to take place in the 
time of the Promised Messiah. 

In the commentary Fulah al-Bayan we are told that ‘the time of the 
promise of the latter days marks the descent of Jesus from heaven.' Also 
the Chapter of the Holy Quran just quoted, divides the history of the 
Jewish people into two great periods (17 : J), Of the second period tbo 
same chapter goes on to say: 

lAetwJI i yJt / j ) Sjlaj, lAsj tip Ijjl 

ol'-yj ljU U SU3 GU 

4 ‘So when the time for the latter warning came, We raised a peoplt 
against you to cover your faces with grief, and to enter the Mosque 
as they entered It the first time and to destroy oil that they 
conquered with utter destruction.*'* 

(1) Bani-linii* 103. (2) Banl-brail. B. 

276 
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From this it appears that the warning of the latter days relates to the 
time in Jewish history subsequent to the first coming of Jesus. However, 
after this warning, we know from history, Jews were not gathered; they 
were dispersed. Therefore, in the verse 17: 105 the warning of the latter 
days relates to the period after the second coming of Jesus. The words, 
‘shall bring you together’ refer to the present influx of Jews into Palestine. 
Jews from different countries are provided facilities of travel and rehabilita- 
tion. The revelation of the Promised Messiah said, T will relieve the 
children of Israel.’ This- indicated a great change in the position of the 
Jews. It indicated the end of the opposition which nations of the world 
had offered so long to an independent home for Jews./ 

An important sign of. the war was the time limit of sixteen years. It 
happened exactly as had been foretold. The revelations about the war 
were received in 1905; the war started in 1914, i.e., within sixteen years 
from the date of the prophecy. 

Another sign of the war w as that naval forces of different nations were 
to be kept ready. Accordingly, we find that not only combatant nations, 
but other nations also had to keep their naval forces in readiness. Every 
nation had to see that no other nation violated her waters. War could be 
forced upon them at any time. So naval forces had to be ready, even for 
the protection of neutrality. i 

One important sign of the war was the movement of ships for the sake 
of sea warfare. The prophecy pointed not merely to preparations and 
readiness for combats in the sea but also to the movements of vessels. 
Accordingly, in this war many more sea vessels were used than had been 
used ever before. Vessels of small size, destroyers, and submarines, were 
used on a scale completely unknown before. The expression used in the 
revelation is boats which points to a bias for fighting sea-craft of small 
size and this is true of the Great War of 1914-18. 

One sign told of the war was its suddenness. The suddenness with 
which this war came is well-known. Statesmen later on admitted that 
though they expected a war some time or another, they had no idea of the 
suddenness with which it came. The murder of the Austrian prince and 
princess proved a trigger. A world cc nflagration was touched off. 

277 
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ihe organ of Lahore Jamat-Patgham-i-Sulh Lahore claims that 
Qadianis were involved in spying and pro-British activities in India 
and abroad. 
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Report of Alfazl Qadian , 27 April 1933. It repudiates Ahmadi 
claim that the Quatd-t-Azam returned to India on the persuation of 
A-R. Dard, Imam London ’Mosque". 1 
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Text of and address of Mirza Mahmud Ahmad, head of the 


Ahmayda Community delivered on 16 November 1934 at Qadian. 
He enumerated his services for the British Government in a 


nostalgic mood. 
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Ahrar-Ahmadya-Misri Controversy-£m/?/Ve Wor/cery Council, 
London passes resolution in condemnation of Ahrars and 
Ahmadya dissidents. 
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Mirza Mahmud exhorts his Community in his address on 1st 
September 1939 at Qadian to provide full support to the British 
imperialism d uring the Second World War. 
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Ahmadya desiiny is linked with the British Government, says 
Mirza Mahmud in his 22 Sept, 1939 address at Qadian. 
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Allies victory in the Second World War was celebrated 
at Qadian with fervor. 
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changes and modifications must be sought by per- 
suasion and conviction through constitutional ami 
peaceful means and not by force or resistance 
through rebellion or revolution. It has often been 
put to him that the method of reform in the Govern- 
ment or the law advocated by him might prove 
inefficacious or too slow, but nobody has ever 
succeeded in moving him from the position con- 
sistently held by him. On the other hand, as 
President of the All-India Kashmir Committee, he 
was able successfully to demonstrate the efficacy of 
his principles. 

He is a passionate believer in liberty but equally 
passionately hates disorder. He believes that no 
people which is not free can lise to its full moral, 
intellectual and spiritual stature, but believes 
equally firmly that no people can continue in poli- 
tical subjection to another to whom it is morally, 
intellectually and spiritually superior. He believes 
that India will attain its political, economic and 
moral salvation through Islam and is therefore not 
a believer in any sectional scheme of Pakistan. He 
believes that in the end the whole of India will be 
Pakistan and therefore also Akkhand Hindustan. 
He considers that the controversy to which these two 
conceptions have given rise will serve merely to 
prolong India’s subjection to Britain. 

He regards it ds one of the primary duties of a 
State not only to secure order in its territories and 
to provide conditions of equal opportunity for all 
sectious, but also to make adequate provision for 
every one of its subjects in respect of food, cloth- 
ing, shelter, a minimum standard of education and 
instruction, health services and amusement. 

Iu the field of international co-operation he 
believes in the ultimate evolutiou of a world federal 
organization with member states, sovereign within 
their own territories concerning their special and 
particular interests and problems, hut knit together 
in one organization for securing more completely 

26 

Zafarullah's booklet - The Head ofAhmadyya Movement-Mim 
Mahmud believed in Akhund Bharat-United India and 
opposed the partition of India. 





Candidates supported in Punjab Assembly Election- 1946. 
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APPENDIX- B 

(i) 

TEXT OF MR G. D. KHOSLA’S JUDGEMENT IN 
SYED ATTAULLAH SHAH BOKHARI APPEAL CASE 

Mr. G. D. Khosla, Session Judge Gurdaspur delivered his memorable 
judgement in Syed Attaullah Shah Bokhari’s case on 12 June, 1935. Bukhari’s Defence 
Council conjprised Maulana Mazhar Ali Azhar, Maulana Abdul Karim of Mubahala, 
Lala Pcshawari Mai, Khan Sharif Hussain and Maulana Rehmat Ullah Mahajir. He 
was convicted under Section 153 A IPC and sentenced to six months rigorous imprison- 
ment by the lower court in respect of a speech he made in Ahrar Conference on 21st 
October, 1934 at Qadian. 

History of Qadianism: 

Before examining the charge against the appellant it is necessary to state 
some facts which have a bearing on the points at issue. About 50years ago one Ghulam 
Ahmad of Qadian announced to the world that he was the Promised Prophet of God. 
Simultaneously with this declaration he assumed the role of the High Priest of Islam 
and laid the foundations of a new sect, the members of which although they claimed 
to be Mohammadans professed certain beliefs and doctrines at complete variance with 
the generally accepted tenets of the Mohammadans religion. The distinguishing 
feature of this sect which is variously known as Qadiani, Mirzai or Ahmadi was implicit 
belief of its members in the prophethood of the founder who was called Mirza. The 
movement thus started soon took shape and began to grow at a gentle but unmis- 
takably certain pace and began to count among its followers a few thousands believers. 
There was naturally some opposition and the majority of Mohammadans resented the 
arrogation of religious supremacy by the Ahmadi founder. Non believers in the new 
fangled ed religion vehemently replied the accusation of kafar which was bestowed on 
them by the Mirza. The Qadianis, however, remained heedless to these foreign 
criticisms and, secure in the local safety of their home town, flourished as well as they 
could in the circumstances. 

Qadiani Arrogance and Terrorism: 

This comparative security of their position gave birth to pride amounting 
almost to arrogance on the part of the Qadianis. In order to enforce their argument 
and further their cause they called into play weapons which would ordinarily be termed 
highly undesirable. They not only intimidated the person who refused to come within 
their fold with boycott and excommunication and occasionally threats of something 
worse, but they frequently fortified the process of proselytising by actually carrying 
out these threats. A volunteer corps was established in Qadiani with the object 
probably of giving sanction to their decrees. They even assumed judicial functions and 
dealt with cases civil and criminal. In civil cases decrees were passed and enforced. In 
criminal cases punishment was awarded and executed. People were actually turned 


out of Qadian. This was not all. The Qadianis were actually accused of being 
responsible for destruction of house property, arson and, it is said, even murder. 

Proof of Allegations: 

Lest it should appear that the above is merely product of the Ahrar 
imagination, it is necessary to give a few concrete instances which have been brought 
on the record of this case. 

Cases of Exile From Qadian: 

At least two individuals were turned out of Qadian, their town, because they 
did not fall with the views of the Mir/a. They are Habibur Rehman (D.W.28) and 
Ismail. There is on record a letter (Exhibit D.2. 33) written by the present Mirza 
himself ordering that Habibur REhman (D.W. 28) was not allowed to come in Qadian. 
The letter was admitted by Bashir ud Din Mahmud Ahmad (D.W.37). It is also 
admitted by (D.W.20) that Ismail was excommunicated and not allowed to enter 
Qadian. A number of other witness have told tales of oppression and tyranny. Bhagat 
Sing (D. W.49) stated that he was assaulted by the Mirzai. OneShah Gharib was beaten 
by the Qadianisand when he tried to start a case nobody came forward to give evidence 
on his behalf. Files of case decided by the Qadiani judges were produced and arc on 
record. The Mirza has admitted that judicial functions are performed in Qadian and 
that he is the final Court of appeal in such matters. Decrees of Court are enforced 
and there is one instance of decree for the sale of a house having been executed. 
Privately stamped paper is manufactured, sold and used for petitions to the Mirza. 
The existence of volunteer corps in Qadian is deposed to by (D.W. 37). 

MaulanaAbdul Karim of Mobahila’s tale of woe and Murder 
of Muhammad Hussain Shahid: 

Then we have the most serious case of Abdul Karim whose story is a veritable 
tale of woe. This man embraced the Ahmadiya religion and went to Qadian. There, 
however, he became a prey to religious doubt and renounced the Ahmadiya faith. 
Then his persecution started. He began to edit a paper call ‘Mubahila’ which aimed 
at criticising the cult of Ahmadiya community. The Mirza , in a speech reported in 
(Exhibit D.Z.39) prophecised and compassed the death of the publishers of the 
‘Mubahila’. The speech made reference to the people who were ready to kill for the 
sake of their religion. A murderous attack was made on Abdul Karim soon after this 
but he escaped. One Mohammed Hussain who identified himself with the cause of 
Abdul Karim and stood surety for him in a criminal case against Abdul Karim was in 
fact attacked and murdered. The murderer was tried and sentenced to death. 

Murderer Honoured: 

The death sentence was in fact carried out and after his execution the dead 
body was brought to Qadian and burned in great style in what is called the Bahishti 



Maqbara (The heavenly graveyard). The murder was extolled and the act of the 
murder was praised in ‘Alfazl’, the organ of the Ahmadiya community. It was given 
out that the murderer was not guilty and that he had escaped the calumny of death by 
expiring before the event . God in his notice had thought fit to take away his life before 
he underwent the ignominy of hanging. 

Mirza Mahmud's deliberate mis-statement and his evil 
intention: 

The Mirza when examined in Court with respect to this incident told a 
different tale and stated that the murderer of Mohammad Hussain was given a decent 
burial as he had repented of his offence and was purged of his sin. Exhibit D.Z.40, 
however, contradicts this and the intentions and attitude of the Mirza arc plain from 
the expression of his views as set out in D. Z. 40. 

High Court Defamed: 

Incidentally the contents of this document amount to contempt of the 
Lahore High Court. 

Murder of Muhammad Amin: 

We have another incident relating to the death of Muhammad Amin. This 
Muhammad Amin was also an Ahmadi and was a missionary of this sect. He was sent 
toBukhara to preach the religion of the Mirza but was for some reasons discharged. 
He met his death by a hatchet blow given by one Ch. Fateh Mohammad (D. W. 2). 
The lower Court has disposed of this matter in a summary way but it needs closer 
examination. Mohammad Amin, although he was an Ahmadi, he had incurred the 
displeasure of the Mirza and was, therefore, not a peisona grata. Whatever the 
circumstances which attended his death it is undeniable that Mohammad Amin died 
a violent death and was killed by a hatchet blow, A report of the occurrence was made 
to the police but no action whatever was taken. It is idle to argue that the murderer 
was acting on self defense for this is matter which can only be determined by the trial 
Court. Ch. Fateh Mohammad has curiously enough admitted in Court on solemn 
affirmation that he killed Mohammed Amin. The police, however, could not take any 
action in the matter and it is suggested that so great is the power of the Mirza that no 
witnesses dared come forward and state the truth. 

The Mubahila Building Burnt: 

We have also the case of Abdul Karim’s house. After Abdul Karim was 
turned out of Qadian and his house was burnt down. An attempt was made to 
demolish it in a quasi legal manner by obtaining order from the SmallTown Committee 
of Qadian. 



Anarchy in Qadian: 

These regrettable incidents point to a state of lawlessness accompanied by 
arson and murder in Qadian. Add to this the circumstances that the Mirza of Qadian 
spoke of the millions of Mohmmadans who did not believe in his supremacy in the 
most abusive language. His w-ritings furnish a curious commentary on the manners 
and methods of the pious high priest who not only claims to he a prophet but professes 
to the the chosen one of God, the Masihul-sani(thc second Masiha). 

Government Paralysed: 

The authorities appear to have been affeeted by an extraordinary degree of 
paralysis and the Mirza in matters secular as well as religious was never questioned. 
Complaints were on different occasion made to the local officials but no redress was 
forthcoming. There arc on record one or two such complaints but it is needless to 
refer to their contents and it is sufficient for the purposes of this case to state that 
definite allegations of tyranny prevailing in Qadian were made and no nbticc appears 
to have been taken of them. 

Tabligh Conference convened to infuse spirit among Muslims: 

It was to counteract these activities and disseminate a spirit of critical 
awakening in the Mohammadans that the Ahrar Tabligh Conference was convened. 

Opposition of Conference from Qadiani: 

This step was naturally resented by the Qadianis and they made a bold 
attempt to stop the Conference from being held altogether. The Ahrar Conference 
had acquired the land of one Isher Singh for the purpose of their meeting The 
Qadianis took possession of the land and built a well on it. This deprived the Ahrars 
of the only piece of land in Qadian. They were, therefore, forced to convene their 
meeting at a spot about a mile from Qadian. The building of the wall shows the 
bitterness of the feelings that obtained between the parties at the time and the 
arrogance of the Ahmadis who felt that they were immune from the lawful consequen- 
ces of their high handedness. 

Maulana Attaullah Shah’s profound magnetism and eloquent 
oration: 

The meeting was, however, held and to this meeting appellant, who is an 
individual possessing considerable magnetic power and orato'rical powers of no mean 
order was called upon to preside. He delivered at this meeting what must have been 
a somewhat impassioned oration. The speech lasted for several hours and it is stated 
held the audience spell bound. In this speech the appellant gave expressions to his 
views somewhat frankly and did not conceal his dislike and indeed hatred of the Mirza 
and his followers. The speech was reported in the papers and very soon objection was 
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taken to it. The matter was placed before the local Government who sanctioned the 
present prosecution. 

Objectionable portions of speech: 

In the charge sheet framed against the appellant seven passages out of his 
speech have been specifically mentioned as being objectionable and actionable. These 
passages are as follows: 

1- The throne of Pharoah is being overthrown. God willing, this 
throne will not remain. 

2- He is the son of Prophet, I am Prophet’s daughter’s son, let him 
come, you all keep sitting quiet, he may discuss with me in Urdu, 
Punjabi, Arabic, Persian and all other matters, this whole dispute 
is settled today. Let him come out of Pardah and lift the veil, he 
may wrestle and sec the feats of Muala Ali, he may come in any 
colour, he in car and 1 barefooted, he dressed in silk and I in 
Gandhi Ji’s Khalri Khadar Sharif: according to the advice of his 
father he eats Muzaffar, roasted meat, yaqutian and Plomer’s 
tonic wine day and night and I eat barley bread according to the 
Sunnat of my maternal grandfather. 

3- How can they oppose usthese tailess dogs of Britian, he flatters 
and cleans the toe of Britain’s shoes. I don's speak with pride but 
swear by God that if I am left alone, you should see Bashir’s 
exploits and mine. What can 1 do? The word Tabiigh has put us 
in a difficulty. This is not a political conference but if reins were 
lessened, oh Mirzais! I tell you even now you should be on guard. 
Your power is not as much as the forth of urine. 

4- He who fails in the 5ih primary becomes a prophet. There is an 
instance in India that he who fails becomes a prophet. 

5- Oh sheep of Massiah! no one has yet appeared to settle with you. 
It is the MajlisiAhrar with whom you have to deal now. It shall 
smash you into pieces. 

6- Oh Mirzais! see the picture of your prophethood. Oh bad one, if 
you became prophet you should have at least upheld your dignity. 

7- If you had claimed prophethood, You should not have become 
dogs of the British. 

The appellant pleaded in the he lower Court that his speech had not been 
correctly reported. He completely denied having said paragraph No.5 and although 
he admitted that the sum and substance of the remaining six paragraphs was stated 
by him in his speech he challenged the verba! accuracy of these paragraphs. The finding 
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of the lower Court is that Paragraph No.5 has been incorrectly reported and that the 
appellant cannot be convicted in respect of it. The conviction of the appellant is based 
on the matter contained in the remaining six paragraphs. The appellant’s counsel at 
the time of arguments conceded at once that paragraphs l to 4 and 6 to 7 had in fact 
been uttered by the appellant and that he did not now question the correctness of the 
reporter’s notes. The only question for my decision, therefore, is whether these six 
paragraphs arc actionable under section 153 A, Indian Penal Code, and whether by 
uttering them the appellant has committed an offence. 

i have alreatfy set out the circumstances which led to the convening of the 
Ahrar Tabligh Conference. A large number of documents including (he writings of 
the Mirza have been produced in the evidence by the defence and an attempt has 
been made to show that (he speech of the appellant was nothing more that a just and 
proper criticism of the enormities and tyrannies perpetrated by the Mirza and his 
followers. His sole object, it is alleged, in delivering this speech was to bring light to 
the minds of the sleeping Mohammadans and to expose the malpractices of the 
Ahmadiya. His speech made reference to (he tyrannies perpetrated by the Mirza and 
called for redress of the wrongs suffered by the people who were true Mohammadans 
and who refused to accept the self constituted supremacy of the Mirza. 

Why speech was delivered? 

I have been taken through (he whole of the speech by the learned counsel 
for the appellant and also by the learned Public Prosecutor, and considering t he speech 
in the light of the state of affairs obtaining at Oadian I may say at once that the 
appellant had two distinct objects in view. He intended to criticise the Mirza and his 
followers and also to rouse his hearers to take action against the Ahmadi and thus 
redress their wrongs. It has been suggested that the speech was a gesture of peace, 
but even a cursory perusal of it will convince any reasonable being that it tendered 
the gauntlet rather than the olive branch. However, much the appellant may have 
attempted to keep within the bounds of reason, the exuberance of his verbosity often 
carried him away and he said things which could have no other effect but to rouse 
hatred of the Ahmadis in the minds of his hearers. With the cleverness of an 
accomplished orator the appellant emulated the methods of Mark Antony and 
repeated that he had no quarrels with the Ahmadis. These profession of peace 
alternated with abuse and wit of a very low order which could only induce the audience 
to hate the*Ahmadis. 

Fair and just criticism of the speech no doubt contained passages which may 
be called as very just criticism of the doings of the Mirza. References were made to 
the beating given to Gharib Shah, to the high handedness of the Mirza to murders of 
Mohammad Hussain and Mohammad Amin and various other incidents which can be 
legitimately criticised by a true Mohammadan. The speech stressed the resentment 
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which Mohammadans felt on the insult which the Ahmadis offered to the Prophet 
Mohammad. 

Difference between Qadianism and Islam: 

According to the Mohammadans, Mohammad is the last Prophet whereas 
the Ahmadis believe that through Mohammad others can receive divine revelation. 
When, however, he descends to rank abuse and begins to call the Ahmadis by names 
which must be resented by anyone he goes beyond the bounds of legitimate criticism 
and whether he did so in the heat of the moment or deliberately, he is liable under 
the law. 

Effect of Speech: 

The appellant who was addressing large assembly of primitive and illiterate 
villagers must have known that by a speech of this nature he would arouse their 
passions and would promote feelings of enmity towards the Ahmadis. It is in evidence 
that the speech had the intended effect on the audience. They were carried away by 
the oratory of the appellant and expressed their enthusiasm frequently. It is immaterial 
that the audience did not forthwith get up and show violence to their opponents. 
Although feelings between the parties had been strained for some considerable time 
before a speech of this nature must have and did in fact increase hatred and enmity 
between them. 

Of the seven passages contained in the charge consider that passage 3 and 
7 are the most objectionable ones. These are the passages in which the appellant has 
called the Ahmadis tailless dogs of Britain. The other passage do not in my opinion 
amount to an offence under Section 153 A IPC. The first passage referring to the 
overthrow of the throne of Pharoah is almost innocuous. The second paragraph makes 
references to the dietary of the Mirza. It is interesting to note that this is a reference 
to a letter written by the first Mirza to one exhibits in the present case. 

Plomer’s Wine and Mirza : 

The Mirza, it appears was in the habit of taking certain tonic, called Plomer’s 
tonic wine and on one occasion ordered his correspondent to get it for him from 
Lahore. There is also some reference to Yaquti in one or two other letters. The present 
Mirza had admitted in his evidence that his father did on one occasion take Plomer’s 
tonic wine and was what might be described a bon vivant. This passage , therefore, 
too is not in my opinion objectionable. The fourth passage makes reference to the fact 
that the first Mirza sat in an examination and failed. The sixth passage is in my opinion 
sycophant and not preserving the dignity of a prophet. Therefore, aU the passages 
excepting passages No.3 and 7 are not in my opinion actionable. This does not mean 
that in the whole of the appellant’s speech there are only two objectionable passages. 
The trend of the speech shows that it was the intention of the appellant not only to 
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expose the misdeeds of the Ahmadis but also to rouse feelings of hatred against them 
That the speech of the appellant did not bring about a breach of the peace and his 
hearers did not express their sentiments in violent or a tangible manner merely 
mitigates his offence and though I have no doubt that the appellant was justified in 
criticising the Ahmadis I must hold that he went beyond the bounds of just and 
reasonable criticism and in doing so rendered himself open to the consequences of 
law. It is easy to condone and even admire the action of the appellant but in 
circumstances of this nature where feelings a re strained and passions run high a speech 
of this nature is, in popular parlance, the thin and of the wedge. Even if the offence 
of the appellant is considered to be only technical one, the authority of the law must 
be vindicated. 

Final Judgement: 

After considering the matter from all aspects and considering the effect 
which a speech of the nature would have on the audience which hear it, I am inclined 
to hold that the appellant is guilty of the offence punishable under Section 153, Indian 
Penal Code. I would accordingly uphold his conviction. As regards the sentence it is 
Only necessary to take into account the conditions obtaining Qadian and the extreme 
resentment which the millions of Mohammadans of India experienced in being called 
unbelievers and swine by the Mirza and by their women being compared to bitches, 
and I inclined to consider that the offence of the appellant is only technical one. I 
would, therefore, reduce his sentence to simple' imprisonment till rising of the Court. 
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